














THE 


CRITICAL REVIEW. 





For the Month of Ture, 1763. 





Articte I. [By Mr. Fercuson.] 


A Complete Syftemof Aftronomical Chronology, unfolding the Scriptures. 
In which I. The Chronology of the Maforetic Hebrew Text is prov- 
ed, by Aftronomical Arguments, to be genuine and authintic, with- 
out Error, and without Corruption. -II. The Dare of the Creation 
ts fixed. IIl. The Year, Mon'h, Day of the Mon:h, and Day of the 
Week, in which the Uraelites went out of Egypt, cre afcertained. 
IV... It is clearly proved, that at the going out of Egypt the criginal 
Sabbath was changed by Divine Legiflative Authority. V. It is 
proved, that our Saviour rofe from the Dead on the Seventh Day of 
the Week, in the uninterrupted Series of Weeks from the Creation, and 
that the original Seventh Day, or Patriarchal Sabbath, revived 
with him. VI. It is proved, that our Saviour gave up the Cheft 
upon the Crofs, on the very Month, Day, Hour, and Minute, on 
avhich the Pafchal Lamb was ordered, by the Law, to be flain. ¥'11. 
The Chronclogy of the Five Books of Moles is completed in all its 
Particulars. VIII. The Aftronomical Epocha of the Gofpel, and 
the Year, Mfonth, and Day, of Curist’s Death, are determined. 
By John Kennedy, ReGor of Bradley, in Derbythire. 410. Pr. 
1. 35. fewed. Davis andReymers. [Concluded. ] 


N R. Kennedy tells us, in page 254, that the lunar equa- 

tions, ‘ inftead of correfting the mezni time’ (cf mew arid 
full moon) * corre& only in part the excefs of the tabular mea- 
fure ;’ and,in page 274, he fays, * that it merits an inguiry which 
of the two it is that they correé.’ 

And becaufe both his bock-and thefe remarks will doubtlef% 
fall into the hands of fome who have not had the opportunity 
of ftudying aftronomy ; I fhall, for their fakes, expjain the na- 
ture and c-ufes of the lunar equations: not doubting, but that 
thofe who have already, learnt this fublime fcience, will pardon 
me for this digreffion. : 

Vou: XV. Fune, 1763. | Be The 
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410 Kennedy’s Afronomical Chronolog y. 


The moon’s orbit is of an elliptical figure, and the earth keeps 
in one of its focuffes, as is evident from the different angles fub- 
tended by the moon’s diameter at different times, and in dif- 
ferent parts of her orbit.—And it is found, by comparing the 
differences of thefeangles, that the moon’s greateft diftance from 
the earth’s center is in proportion to her leaft diftance from it, 
as 1067 is to 933. 

The moft diftant point of the moon’s orbit from the earth, is 
called themoon’s apogee, and theleaft diftant point her perigee, 
Thefe points keep always oppofite toeach other ; and are found, 
by a long feries of obfzrvations, to move forward, or, according 
to the order of the figns, at the rate of 40° 39’ 51” (or 1 fign 
10 degrees 39’ 51”) in 365 days. 

Whilft the moon is moving from’ her apogee to her perigee, 
her motion is obferved to be continually accelerated; and 
whilft fhe is moving from her perigee to her apogee, her motion 
is as gradually retarded : the earth’s attraGtion (which increafes as 
the fquare of the moon’s diftance decreafes) confpiring in fome 
degree’ with her motion in the former cafe, and ating at the 

fame rate againft itin the latter.—When the moon is eitherin her 
perigee or apogee, her place in the heavens is the very fame as. 
if her motion were in a circular orbit, and always equable. 

Aftronomers firit confider the moon as always moving equably 
in a circular obit. ‘This they call her mean motion, and the 
point of her orbit where her center would be at any given mo- 
ment, they call her mean place at that moment. 

By obferving the time in which fhe moves from her perigee to 
her perigee again, and how much fhe is forwarder with refpe& to 
the fiars at each of thefe times, than at the next before it; the 
fpace of time in which an equable motion would carry her 
round her orbit is found. But this cannot be done without 
a great many obfervations, and ina courfe of many years, 

They then conftru& tables for fhewing the difference that 
would be between the places of two moons in every degree of 
their orbits, fuppofing them both to go round in the fame times 
to the fame ftars; but the one moving in a circular, and the 
other in an elliptical orbit.—Thefe they call Tables of equation 
of the moon’s center; which are eafily calculated upon the the- 
ery of gravity, when the quantity of excentricity of the elliptic 
orbit is found by obfervation. And for finding this quantity of 
excentricity, nothing more is required than the taking the an- 
gles fubtended by the moon’s diameter, in her apogeal and pe- 
rigeal points. And now, by Meyer’s juftly celebrated tables, 
the moon’s place may be foexadtly computed, as not to differone 
minute of a-degree from what itis touad to be by the beft ob- 


fervations. 
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Whilft the moon is moving from her apogee to her perigee, 
her true place is always obferved to be backwarder than her 
computed mean place; and therefore, throughout that half of 
her orbit, the equation muft be fubtraéted from her mean 
place, in order to find her true place, at any given time. But 
whilft the is moving ftom her perigee to her apogee, her true 
place is obferved to be forwarder than her mean place, and 
therefore, throughout that half of her orbit, the equation muft 
be added to her méan place, in order to find her true place.— 
When fhe is either in her apogee or perigee, her mean and true 
places coincide; and then the equation vanithes. 

At the true time of conjunétion of the fun and moon, the 
moon’s trie place is the fame as the fun’s: at the true time of 
oppofition, they are fix figns afunder.—And by the eclipfes of 
the fun and moon it is found, that the true time of conjunc-. 
tion or oppofition of the fun and moon is fometimes 12 or even 
t4 hours fooner than the mean time thereof ; and at other 
times as much later.— So that, if we were poffefled of ever fo 
true a meafure of the length of a meah lunation, it would be ri- 
diculous to talk of calculating the true times of new and full 
moons and eclipfes thereby. 

If the fun’s apparent motion in the ecliptic were always equa- 
ble, the equations of the moon would be fufficient for finding 
the true times of new and full moons, by being properly ap- 
plied to the mean times thereof.—But the fun’s apparent mo- 
tion is conftantly accelerated from his apogee to his perigee, 
and retarded from his perigee to his apogee. Confequently, his 
mean place is always forwarder than his true place, whilft he 
is moving from his apogee to his perigee; and his true place 
és always forwarder than his mean place, whilit he is moving 
from his perigee to his apogee.—So that there muft be proper 
equations for finding the fun’s true place, as well as for the 
moon’s. 

When the fun is either in his apogee or perigee, his mean 
and true places are the fame ; and then the equation vanifhes, 

The backwarder the fun’s true place in the ecliptic is, the 
fooner will the moon be-in conjunétion with him, or. oppofite to 
him (fince both their motions are the fame way round the hea~ 
vens) and the forwarder the later. 

From thefe principles it is evident, that if we were to compute 
the true times of all the new and full moons and eclipfes, for 
any number of years together; all the folar and lunar’ equati- 
ons would be juft as often added as fubtraéted.—There are other 
equations of the moon’s motion befides the elliptic one above- 
mentioned ; which, though too tedious to be deftribed here, 
yet are abfolutely neceflary in calculations:>blow neczr we are 
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to their true quantities, and alfo the mean revolutions of the. 
fun and moon, and confequently to the places and moticns of 
the apogeal and perigeal points of their orbits ; will beft appear 
by the precifion with which folar and lunar eclipfes are now ge- 
nerally calculated: and by how nearly the obferved places of 
the luminaries are found to agree with their computed places, 
at any given time. 

We are now fufficiently prepared for examining whether the 
great error of 27 hours, with which Mr. Kennedy charges our 
mean tabular meafures, do really belong to them or to his own. 
—He tells us, that all our equations ferve only. to correét the 
error of our mean meafures. But if it were really fo, the equa- 
tions ought always to be added or always to be fubtracted ; fince 
it is certain, thatif our mean meafures are wrong, the error muaft 
Jie either in their being too long or too fhort.—But fince we find 
that the equations muft be as often added as fubtrafted, in any 
uninterrupted feries of new or full muons for fome years (or any 
namber of years) together; and that by this method our calcu- 
lations agree very nearly with the obferved places of the fun. 
and moon, and with the times in which we fee them eclipfed ; 
and not only fo in the prefent age, but alfo wih the recorded 
times of antient eclipfes; it is a proof that our,mean meafures 
are at leaft very near the truth, and that our equations are well 
grounded; although no aftronomer will affert that they are 
true to a mathematical precifions as Mr. Kennedy affirms his 
meafures of the mean lunation and folar tropical year to be. 

In Carey’schronology wehave a lift of feveral antient eclipfes, 
collected from different authors: and amongft thefe, I find an 
éeclipfe of the moon put down as follows. 

Nabonaffar 


Ju. ede Ecl.y PerCalip.2. An.54.hor.7.P.M. 
ist. £2. Alexand, dig. eclip.10. [ Ptolem. . ‘ Cc. 11. Jateori 16. 

That is, in the 4513th year of the Julian period, which was 
the 547th from Nabonaflar, and the 54th year of the fecond 
calippic period, on the 16th day of the month Mefori, which’ 
an{wers to the 22d of September, the moon was 10 digits eclipf- 
ed at 7 o’clock in the evening at Alexandria. See Prolemy, book 
4th, chap. 11. 

But Ptolemy alfo relates, that the moon rofe fo much eclipfed 
at Alexandria, that the eclipfe muft have begun about half an 
hour before fhe rofe. 

This eclipfe is fo particularly charatterifed, that we may be 
very fure of the time in which it was obferved; as it is an 
eafy matter to find out the hour at which the full moon muft 


rife at any kKnowa place, when the day of the month is given.— 
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And I find, that by making proper allowance for the moon's 
jatitude at that time, which was northward, and for her depref- 
fion by parallax, and apparent elevation by refraction, that fhe 
rofe at Alexandria at five minutes paft fix o’clock in the even- 
ing. 
The year of the Julian period 4513 was the zoodth year be- 
fore that in which Chrift was born; and confequently the year 
201 before the year of Chrift 1. 

And by my new tables, which are conftru@ed upon Dr.Pound’s 
meafure of a. mean lunation, | find that on the 22d of Septem- 
ber, the year zo1 before the year of Chrift 1, the true time of 
full moon was at 26 minutes 28 feconds after 7 o’clock in the 
evening at Alexandria, reckoning the meridian of that place to 
be 2 hours 1: minute 27 feconds eaft from the meridian of 
Greenwich ;. that the moon was then 10 digits eclipfed, and 
that the eclipfe begaa at 55 minutes paft 5 o’clock in the even- 
ing. So that, according to thefe tables, the eclipfe began 
10 minutes before the moon was in the true horizon of Alexan- 
dria ; and very probably it might have beena quarterof an hour 
Jater before the moon was vifibly rifen; as the vifible horizon 
is land, and not fea, on the eaft fide of Alexandria. 

At that time, all the equations both folar and lunar were to 
be fubtraéted from the mean time of full moon, in order to give 
the true time thereof; and their fum amounted to 12 hours 18 
minutes zo feconds, fo much did the true time precede the 
mean, which, at Alexandria, was September 22d, at 19 hours 
44 minutes 48 feconds P.M, or in common reckoning, Septem- 
ber 23d, at 44 minutes 48 feconds after 7 o'clock in the morn- 
ing. 
Now, when Mr. Kennedy can fhew, by calculating down- 
ward from the time of his original full moon, through an unin- 
terrupted feries of lunations, that this eclipfe muit have hap- 
pened at the time recorded by Ptolemy, I fhall believe, that both 
his original radix and his mean length of a lunation are jut. 
And furely he will not difpute the authority of Ptolemy in 
this cafe, after having laid {uch ftrefs on Prolemy’s canon as he 
has done ; which is no lefs than that of fixing the time ofthe be- 
ginning of the prophet Daniel’s feventy weeks. See page 
686. And Mr. Kennedy’s general method is to calculate 
downward from his original radix. 

But he will find it impoffible to thew by his tables, that this 
eclipfe could be vifible at Alexandria. ——— For, fince he makes his 
mean times of new and full moons to agree very nearly in the 
prefent age, with the times fhewn by our cominon aftronomical 
tables; but fhortens his mean lunations fo much as to throw 


cf about 27 hours from the mean time of full moon in Oftober 
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the year before Chrift 4007, as given by our tables ; it is plain 
that shat full moon, according to his numbers, was about 27 
hours later than our tables make it. And confequently his ta- 
bles will make the mean time of full moon in September, the 
year before Chrift 201 before the year of Chrift 1, to be about 
9 hours later than our tables make it ; which is, as above faid, 
September 23, at 44 minutes 48 feconds after 7 o’clock in thé 
morning, at Alexandria, to which add the g hours, and the time 
will be September 23d. at 44 minutes 48 feconds paft 4 o’clock 
in the afternoon, at that place :—a time at which the full 
moon was far below the horizon of Alexandria, and confequent- 
jy, the eclipfe was not only invifible there, but even full 21 hours 
later than the obferved time of it was. And if, from this 
his mean tabular time (to do him ftri& juftice) we fubtra& the 
forefaid fum of equations, viz. 125 18™ 28° it will bring back the 
time of the middle of the eclipfe to 26 minutes 28 feconds -paft 
4o0’clock in the morning at Alexandria, September 23d; at 
which time the moon, initead of rifing eclipfed at that place, 
muft have been near four hoursand a half paft the meridian, and 
confequently within two hours of fetting, as fhe was on the 26th 
degree of Pifces. | : 

And hence it is demonftrable, that the egregious error with 
which Mr. Kennedy charges our tabular meafures, belongs not 
to them but to his own: although he has not fcrupled to fay, 
page 225, that our aftronomical tables can neither confirm the 
truth of his calculations nor convié them of error, But he 
fhould confider, that we ought to try tables by matters of fact, 
and not matters of fact by tabies; fince faéts will help us to 
correct and amend our tables, but will not fubmit to be altered 
by them. 

If Mr. Kennedy fhould fay that Ptolemy is quite out with re- 
{pect to the time of this eclipfe (as he fays all are who differ 
from himfelf) let him try by his tables, at what time the moon 
was full in December, the year before Chrifi’s birth 382, in the 
meridian of a place 2 hours, 25 minutes, 41 feconds, eaft from 
the Royal Obfervatory at Greenwich ; and what fort ofan eclipfe 
the moon underwent at that time. 

‘8 he great eclipfe of the funin May, the 585th year before the 
year ol of Chrift 1, which is faid to have been prediGted by Thales, . 

nd to have put an end to a long war between the Medes and 

Lvdi ans, by overfpreading both the armies with a fudden and 

unexpected darknefs, fell, according to our tables, on the 28th 

day of the month, at 6 hours 42 minutes 26 feconds patt noon, 

at t the river Halys,in Afta Mahar, where thefe armies were then 
gaged, 

$, The 
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The mean time of the new moon which caufed that eclipfe, 
was at 1 hour, 47 minutes, 45 feconds paft noon>in the meri- 
dian of Greenwich : to which if we add, 2 hours, 40 minutes 
for the longitude of the river Halys, it will thew the time.of 
mean new moon at that place to have been at 4 hours, 27 mi- 
nutes, 45 feconds. 

The equations were then 2 hours, 14 minutes, 45 feconds, ad- 
ditive ; which of courfe makes the true time of new moon at 
the banks of the Halys to have been at 6 hours, 42 minutes, 30 
feconds, paft noon (as above); and if from that time we fub- 
tra& 2 hours 20 minutes for the longitude of that place, there 
will remain 4 hours, 2 minutes, 30 feconds pait noon, for the 
trne time of new moon in the meridian of Greenwich,——_——So 
that, if our tables give the true time of that eclipfe, it muft 
have been vifible both at London and in Leffer Afia. 

But according to Mr. Kennedy’s calculations from his own 
tables, the mean time of that new moon was May 28that 12 
hours, 48 minutes, 41 feconds, paft noon, at London (fee page 
250), to which if we add z hours 40 minutes, for the difference 
between the meridians of London and the river Halys, we fhall 
have the mean time of new maon at that river to have been 
May zgth, at 3 hours, 28 minutes, 41 feconds, in the morning. 
So that, according to his numbers, the fun was below the hori- 
zon both in England and Leffer Afia ; and confequently, this 
great eclipfe muft have been invifible in both thefe countries.— 
But, to adjuft this, he tells us, that, ‘ in the calculation of this 
eclipfe, the equations muft be fubtraéted and not added ;’ which, 
in faét, is faying, that by our tables we miftook one fide of the 
moon’s orbit for the other. And this is chatging an error of 
feveral days upon our tables, with refpe& to. the moon’s diftance 
from her apogee at that time; which is ftill worfe than the 
quantity of 11 hours, 3 minutes, 28 feconds, which he fays is 
the error of our tabular meafures at the time of that eclipfe. 

Let us try whether fubtracting thefe equations from Mr: 
Kennedy’s numbers (or mean time of this new moon) would do 
any good to his caufe. Firft, then, from 12 hours, 48 mi- 
nutes, 41 feconds, fubtraé& 2 hours, 14 minutes, 45 feconds, and 
there will remain xo hours, 23 minutes, 56 feconds, paft noon, 
for the true [inverted] time of new moon at London ; but ther 
the fun was below the horizon, and confequently the eclipfe 
could not :be feen. Secondly, to this inverted time add 2 
hours 40 minutes for the eaft longitude of the river Halys, and 
it will give 13 hours, 3 minutes, 56 feconds paft noon, for the 
true [inverted] time of new moon at that place ; but then the 
fun was alfo below the horizon, and confequently a vifible 
eclipfe was impoffible. 
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Mr. Kennedy fays (and in this I agree with him), that the 
eclipfe here «mentioned did not fall in the year 585, but in the 
year 603 before Chrilt, on the 18th of May, at 5 hours, 10 mi- 
nutes, 10 feconds, 45 thirds, paft noon, in the meridian ef 
Greenwich. To which time if we add 2 hours 40 minutes for 
the eaft longitude of Halys river, we fhall have 7 hours, 50 
minutes, 11 feconds, for the time of mean new moon at that 
place. But then, if we take the fun’s place at that time, ei- 
ther from his tables or our own, we fhall find that the fun muft 
have fet about 7 o’clock, and confequently was more than half 
an hour below the horizon of the-place where the battle was 
fought.—So that, according to his calculations, the eclipfe was 
invifible. 

The folar and lunar equations at that’'time, make the true 
time of new moon 2 hours, 33 minutes, 16 feconds, later than 
the. mean time; and therefore, if we add-this to Mr. Kennedy’s 
mean time of new moon, it will give 10 hours, 23 minutes, 27 
feconds palt noon, for the true time at the place of engagement, 
which makes it to be within z hours of midnight.——So that it 
was impoflible for the armies to be terrified by an eclipfe at that 
time, fince they could fee nothing of it. | 

If Mr. Kennedy fhould fay, that the equations ought to be 
fubtraéted, and not added to the mean time of the new moon, 
which caufed that eclipfe (as he fays in page 254, concerning 
the equations for the time of new moon in May, 585 years 
before Chrift) we fhall now fubtraé& them, although every one 
who knows how to apply them will be fatisfied, on trial, that 
they ought to be added. 

From the time of mean new moon at the banks of the Halys, 
May 18th, at 7" 50’ 11” (according to Kennedy’s numbers), 
fubtra& 2" 33’ 16” and it there will remain 5° 16’ 55” patt 
noon for the true [inverted] time of new moon.—So that it 
now appears, if we reverfe the equations, we fhall have a vifible 
eclipfe.—But let any one calculate the phafes of the eclipfe at 
that time, and he will find that it could not be above 8 digits; 
fo far from being total, that the armies might have fought on, 
without being in the leaft fenfible of any deficiency of the fun’s 
light. And for the truth of this, l appeal to the decifion of the 
beit calculator of eclipfes in Britain. 

Hence it is manifeft, that however right Mr. Kennedy may be 
as tothe year and day in which this eclipfe happened, he is pro- 
digioufly out with refpeé to the time of the day ; making it too 
Jate by many hours: as has alfo been the cafe in the other two 
eclipfes by which his tables, or rather calculations from them, have 
been put to the tet, 
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And if thefe three cafes be not fufficient'to thew that his 
doafted radix is at leaft 24 hours later than the truth, in the 
opinion of all proper judges; I thall give up my argument. 

According to our tables (fo much cried down by this au- 
thor) the true time of new moon May 18th, the year before 
Chrilt 603, was at 17 minutes 41 feconds after 11 o'clock in the 
morning, in the meridian of the river Halys ; and by calculat- 
ing from them, we find that the fun was then totally eclipfed at 
that place. 

Mr. Kennedy extols the perfeétion of his tables, becaufe he 
can calculate upward or downward by them, and have fill the 
fame conclufion with refpe& to the time of any new or full 
moon fince the creation. And he fays (page 252) * This is 
very remarkable and very fingular, becaufe no lunar tables ex- 
tant can produce fuch coincidence,’ Indeed they never can by 
his method of trying them. 

And to fhew the imperfe&tion of Meyer’s celebrated tables 
(fee page 252 and 253) which affign 294 125 44™ 2" 53” for 
the quantity of a mean lunation, he makes a calculation down- 
ward from them for the time of mean new moon, in May, the 
year before Chrift 585 (he does not fay from what radix, but 
I fuppofe it muft be his own, becaufe Meyer’s radix is the 
beginning of the year of Chrift 1) and finds the time to have 
been May zoth, at 2° 8’ 17” 16" P, M. He then calculates 
upwards, for the time of the fame new moon, from what he 
calls the fubftituted radix (by which | fuppofe he means Meyer’s) 
and finds the time to have been May 28th, at 35 51’ 35” 48 
P.M. So that here is more than 22 hours difference. 
And he puts it as a queftion (page 253) * how it comes to pafs, 
that when a calculation is made both ways by thofe tables 
which affign 29% 12° 44' 2” 53” inftead of a coincidence, as in 
the preceding calculation, the tabular times fall on two differ- 
ent days of the month, at the diftance of more than 22 hours 
from each other,’ The anfwer is plain and eafy.——For 
Meyer’s radix.is at the beginning of the firft year of Chrift.— 
Kennedy’s is at the full moon in the creation week (which we 
have already fhewn he has fet at leaft 24 hours too late.) And 
there are fewer lunations between the year of Chrift 1, and the 
year before Chrift 585, than between the year 585 and the 
creation. But from each of thefe unequal numbers, Mr: 
Kennedy fubtra&s not Meyer’s but his own number of lunations, 
{whofe quantities are fhorter than Meyer’s) for a.redu@tion : 
and fo by mixing his own numbers with Meyer’s, the above 
difference could not mifs coming out. 

And here I may be allowed to afk, why did Mr. Kennedy 
mix his own numbers with Meyer’sat all, if he wanted to make 
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a fair trial : or why did he calculate by Meyer’s numbers down- 
wards from a radix which would have been perhaps a whole 
day over-fhot by Meyer’s numbers in calculating upward from 
Meyer’s own radix? 

Mr. Kennedy computes the time of mean full moon in March, 
the year before Chriit 721, to have been on the roth day, at 
6 hours, 41 minutes, 34 feconds paft noon, at which time there 
was the moft antient eclipfe of the moon that we have on record. 

The mean time of the fame full moon, as calculated in my 
book of aftronomy, was March 18th, at 19° 5’ paft noon; 
which is 11 hours, 36 minutes, 34 feconds earlier than Mr. 
Kennedy makes it. But then the equations amount to 11 
hours, 36 minutes, which are additive, and brings my true time 
to agree with his mean time. And then he fays, ‘ It feems to 
merit an inquiry whether what is here called the fum of the 
three equations correéts the mean time of the full maon, or 
the excefs of the tabular meafure.’ 

To this we may anfwer, that fince our calculations come ge- 
nerally very near the obferved times, when the equations are ap- 
plied as the anomalies direé&t, and are as often fubtra&ted as 
added ; and fince Mr. Kennedy’s numbers are found to be ge- 
nerally very wide of the truth, (except only about the prefent 
times) either with or without equations, it is a fure fign that 
our mean meafures are very. near the truth, and that his want 
a great deal of correStion. 

He reckons the lunar tables in my aftronomy to be grofsly 
. erroneous, becaufe there is not fuch a coincidence between the 
mean lunations and folar tropical years, as is to be found in 
his tables. And, in order{to thew this, he has fome calculations 
in page 411, 412, 413, 414, which to me are altogether unin- 
telligible.——But he is with lunations and tropical years as with 
folar and fidereal days; that is, he will have fuch coincidences 
between them as are not to be found in nature. 

He reprefents the original full moon in the creation-week, as 
being totally and centrally eclipfed. But he fays (page 237) 
« That a diftinGion is to be made between the original fation of 
the full moon, and the rf appearance of the moon’s orb to en- 
lighten the earth.’ And adds, that ‘ according to our concep- 
tions, the orb of the moon did not make its appearance until 
the evening of the fourth day, full 30 hours after the time of 
oppofition ; and we fuppofe the original fation of the full moon 
to have been fixed, by the ordination of the Creator, in ip4/- 
mis nodis ; of in that point in which the orbit of the moon inter- 
fe&ts the annual orbit of the earth. So that, had the orbs of 
the fun, moon, and earth, exifted, the moon muft have fuffered 


@ total and central eclipfe,’ 
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There is fomething in this which feems’very difficult to be 
underftood. For farely there could be no oppofition of the 
fun and moon before they did exift ; and he fays, the moon did 
not make her firft appearance till fhe was full 30 hours paft her 
oppofition, or on the evening of the fourth day 5 ; which fuppofes 
her to have been created about the noon of the third day, con- 
trary to the declaration of Mofes, who tells us that both the 
fun and moon were created on the fourth day of the week, ——~ 
And this contradiétion to the Mofaic account agrees exadly 
with what Mr. Kennedy has faid in page 227 ; namely, that the 
' original full moon was O@ober 24, at o” o’ o” (that is, at noon) 
‘and the original equinox was Oétober 25th at o* 0’ 0”, with 
juft 24 hours between them ; and in page 158, he tells us, that 
the original equinox was on the fourth day of the week, at noon, 
——So that, the moon muft be juft 24 hours older than the fun, 
fince the fun was created on the point of the autumnal equinox; 
and this agrees very ill with what he fays at fetting out (page 
155) namely, that the original equinox and original full moon 
were coincident.—Here it is fomewhat particular, that he fhould 
differ not only from Mofes, but alfo from himfelf; and yet tells 
us {page 562) that if the luni-folar characters at the original 
equinox, had not been recorded in the writings of Mofes, we 
could never have had any knowledge of them, fince they cannot 
be underftood by the beft aftronomical tables. 

But we imagine that if a popifh aftronomer reads Mr. Ken- 

nedy’s book, he will fay, If we had no clearer texts in the New 
Teftament for the doétrine of tranfubftantiation, than what 
this author has produced from the Old, for afcertaining his 
aftronomical meafures, we fhould never have dreamt of any fuch 
thing as our Saviour’s corporeal prefence in the euchariftical ele- 
ments. 
' And fince his dedu@tions from what he calls his Mofaic radix 
are found to differ widely from the obferved phenomena of na- 
ture, will not every proteftant reader conclude, that Mr. Ken- 
nedy has miftaken the meaning of Mofes as much in this cafe, 
as the papifts have miftaken our Saviour’s meaning when he 
faid, « My fiefh is meat indeed, and my blood is drink indeed.? 
And, ‘ Take, eat, this is my body.’ 

Mr. Kennedy fays (page 237) that whenever the aftrono- 
mers fhall think fit to correét their tables, they will then be 
able to determine whether the ftation of the original full moon 
was in the nodes or not.—But we apprehend that thefe gentle- 
men will never correét their tables by his meafures, although 
he tells us that they are true, even to a mathematical ptecifion, 
No, no:—He muft firft corre& his own tables, fo as to make 
them agree better with the obferved phenomena of nature than 

their 
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their tables do; and alfo give intelligible precepts for the nume 
berle(s calculations with which his book is filled up: for, as 
they now ftand without precepts, it is very difficult to under, 
ftand them, although the conclufions drawn frem them are 
abundantly plain. 

But, without any correétion of our prefent tables, he muft be 
a poor altronomer indeed, who could not prove that the origi- 
nal full moon, even fuppofing it to have been at the time Mr, 
Kennedy ittates it, could not poflibly be in either of the nodes, 
—For it has been already proved, from the eclipfe of the moon 
in September, the year before Chrift 201, that Mr. Kennedy has 
made the time of his original full moon in Odtober, the year be- 
tore Chrift’s birth 4007, to be full 26 hours later than it could 
poflibly haye been in a courfe of lunations taken backward from 
that eciiple. —And fince our tables make both the time and pha- 
fis of that eclipfe to agree fo exa&tly with what was obferved, it 
is evident that the motion of the nodes is rightly ftated in our 
tabics—And if we calculate by them, we fhall find the true 
time of full moon in O&ober, the year before Chrilt 4007, to 
have been on the 23d day, at 42 minutes, 46 feconds paft fix 
o’clock in the morning, in the meridian of Babylon; and the 
moon then almoft 17 degrees from the defcending node of her 
orbit, not paft it, but fhort of it.—But if we fuppofe the full 
moon to have been one day later, as Mr. Kennedy’s calculati- 
ons make her, fhe muft have been 13 degrees forwarder in her 
orbit, and confequently fo much nearer the defcending node ; 
yet 4 degrees fhort of it. And if we fuppofe her to have been 
full on the 25th day of O&ober, in coincidence with Mr. Ken- 
nedy’s autumnal equinox (page 155, 156) which is two days 
Jater than our tables make her ; then the muft have been g de- 
grees paft the fame node. 

Thus I fave endeavoured to vindicate our aftronomy from 
the mercilefSaccufations brought againft i it by this lively -{pirited 
(though too much felf- opinionated) writer : andto fhew, that the 
errors wherewith he charges it, are really in his own fy ftem. — 
In this I have alfo endeavoured to be difpaffionate throughout, 
and to go no farther than truth would lead me : and therefore, 
if what is here offered fhould not meet with public approbation, 
the ingenuous will not think that it deferves any man’s cenfure. 

I fhall conclude with obferving, that in this elaborate work 
of Mr. Kennedy’s, he has done two things, for which it is to be 
hoped he will meet with that general thanks and efteem which 
he certainly deferves. 1. For having proved very clearly, that 
the Chriftians fabbath is not the firft day of the week, but is 
really the feventh, in an uninterrupted feries of feven days frog 


the fabbath ordained by the Almighty himfelf to be kept holy, 
and 
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and on which he refted from his works. 2. For having proved 
that thé year in which the Mefliah fuffered, was the very year 
in which, according to Daniel’s prophefies, he fhould be cut 
off: and that this was in the 33d year of his age (reckoning 
from the vulgar zra of his birth) andin the 4746th year of the 
Julian period.—Every one who wifhes this author as well as | do, 
would be gladif the reft of nis book were as fatisfa€tory : and all 
aitrénomers would thank him if they could find any-thing in his 
numbers whereby to correé their tables, fince none of them do 
affert that their tables are quite perfect. 

James Fercuson, 





Art. II. Seven Sermons on Public Occafions. By the moft Reverend 
Dr. Thomas Herring, /ate Lord Archbifbop of Canterbury. Now 
jirft colle&ed. With a Preface, 8v0. Pr. 4s. Printed for the Editor. 


HILE, through the neceflity of fome authors, and the 

vanity of others, almoft every day produces fome frefh 
publications, of as little credit and emolument to the writer, as 
of benefit and improvement to the reader; what a pity it is, 
and how injurious to f{cience, that the higheft merit is generally 
attended with the greateft modefty ; and that thofe who only 
are beft able to ferve the world, through a diffidence too mucli 
adherent and peculiar to real worth, either fupprefs their powers, 
or too fparingly exert them! From the merit difcovered in 
thefe few fermons, as well as the known ability of their au- 
thor, how are we induced to lament that he has left us 
fo few! But though the legacy is fmall, it is highly valuable : 
and the fermons, which the public are here favoured with, 
abound with manly fenfe, and are animated by the moft bene- 
volent principles. His Grace feldom enters into the difputes ‘can- 
vaffed among Chriftians, having obferved that thefe more fre- 
quently exafperate than convince: But he explains and enforces 
with the utmoft clearnefs and warmth, the fundamental duties 
of the Chriftian life, which are fo affectionately recommended 
in the gofpel ; he was of opinion, with a very ingenious writer, 
that ‘ true religion is true reafon, which fmiles at pointed wit, 
mocks the {coffer’s tongue, and is alike invulnerable by ridi- 
cule or rage.’ Concerning the féntiments he entertained of the 
chief end of the Chriftian religion, let us hear Doftor Herring’s 
own words, when he was bifhop of Bangor. ‘It was not the 
defign of Chriftianity (fays he) certainly to make a new creation, 
in a literal fenfe, but to reftore men to that reétitude of mind 
‘and manners, which was the purpofe of the o/done ; for wé ate 
hatutally formed for the practice of virtue; and, without it, 
. cannot 
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cannot poffibly he happy: The gofpel, therefore, does not alter 
the nature of virtue, but eftablith its practice, by affuring us, 
that God is pleafed with it, and wil, by the fecret workings 
of his fpirit, affift good men in the performance of it; and 
that he has made. fuch provifion for their reward in another 
world, that it is became not only our reafonable duty, but, un- 
der all circumftances, even of the greateft diftrefs, moit eligible 
and advantageous. 

¢ It was before a matter of much difficulty to underftand 
what was properly religion: it had been fo obfcured and blend- 
ed with the corrupt additions of men, Our Saviour purified it, 
taught men what it was, and how to value it; and, to guard 
againft the bad practices of defigning or fuperftitious men, added 
but two pofitive duties, and thofe of very plain and eafy figni- 
ficancy ; and, in their defign and operation, perfective of the 
Chriftian life. , 

¢ Add to all this that other great doétrine of the gofpel, on 
which all our expectations of future happinefs feem to turn, and 
that is the mercy and placability of the Deity, who, srhough of 
purer eyes than to behold iniquity, has yet affured us, that if we 
endeavour, faithfully and fincerely, to do his will, and, from hu- 
man frailty, fail in the performance, he will confider, and com- 
paffionate, and forgive our mifcarriages, through the mediati- 
on and redemption of Chrift Jefus.’ 

* He frankly owned that he never had any relifh for meta- 
phyfical ftudies. He thought the arguments a poferiori, as they 
are called, drawn from the beauty, harmony, and variety of the 
vifible creation, and the mutual coincidence (if I may fo fpeak} 
and fubferviency of one thing to fupport another, the moit con- 
vincing, and beft fuited to the capacities of all men, to prove 
the zatural and moral attributes of the Deity, and our duty to 
him as rational and accountable creatures, deducible from 
them.’ 

A very few extraés will give the reader a tafte of his excellent 
manner of treating his fubjeéts, the folidity of his opinions, and 
the elegance and perfpicuity of his ftyle. 

Ip his firft fermon, ‘ he looks upon it as one very remarka- 
ble charaéteriftic of the goodnefs, of our bleffed Saviour, and the 
excellency of his religion, That it is calculated for the common * 
ufe and benefit of the world ; like the light of the fun, diffufed 
with univerfal equity and munificence, and though made up of 
the moft precious and valuable truths, yet.all communicated 
with free grace and bounty; not perplexed, as the greateft 
part of the law of Mofes-was, by a vain and haughty cafuiftry, 
not confined within the ftudies of philofophers, or locked up in 
the cabinets of princes ; but difperfed abroad for the common 
inftrudtion, 
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inftrufion, and, if they will follow it honeftly, for the common 
happinefs of the poor and the rich, of the ignorant. and.of the 
learned, ‘‘ The poor have the gofpel preached unto them.”— 
Such is the excellency of the Chriftian do&rine, and fuch the 
condefcenfion and integrity of its Teacher, that his religion. is 
accommodated to the ufe and underftanding of the pooref 
people—Perfons of that low and defpifed: charaéter, that 
they had hitherto by the Jewifh teachers, the perfidious 
guardians of the law of Mofes, and in almoft all the inftruc- 
tions. of the philofophers, been thought either unworthy or 
incapable of good. information: For, except in fome few 
inftances, where there was a more than ordinary natural 
firength of underftanding, the grofs of the common peo- 
ple were kept in almoft impenetrable darknefs, as to. 
the great truths of religion ; knew nothing at all of the nature 
and being of God, and as little confequently of the true princi- 
ples and obligations of moral virtue : not that the world was 
altogether without light in thofe momentous points, or that the 
sminds of men were rendered incapable of comprehending them ; 
but fuperftition and idolatry, the parents of bad morals, were 
the reigning corruptions; and they, who faw through the folly 
and wickednefs of thofe practices, either through pride and 
intereft would not, or through fear and weaknefs of mind: dared 
not, communicate their knowledge. It appears to be the defign 

of God therefore, in his own time, by the fending of his Son, 
and the difpenfation of his gofpel, to break through thefe 
eorruptions ; to inform and raife human nature; to aflift, 

and as it were, rekindle the light of reafon; to clear up, and 
defend and propagate true religion all over the world; and 
that not fo much for the inftruction of the wife and great 

men in it (who were in poffeffion, it may be, already of very 
important truths, but either made no ufe of them, or, but @ 
vain one, while their practices contradicted them); as of the 

poor, and low; and humble, whofe natural capacities were as 

good; and whofe hearts were, at leaft, as honeft, as thofe of 
the higheft and moft learned: ‘** The poor had the gofpel 

preached unto them:” ‘There was nothing in this fyftem of 
religion, that was crafty or felf-interefted, dark and abftrufe ; 

that was, in the main defign of it, too refined for common. un- 

derftanding; but, as it confifted of honeft, and clear, and rati- 

onal, and praéticable precepts, it was communicated freely to 
thofe for whom it was defigned, and that was the whole world. 

The wifdom of its inftructions was fo plain, and ftrong, 

and convincing, that they were neither below the care of the 

wifeft men, nor above the ufe and comprehenfion of the meane/ : 

How. 
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How muft we admire the goodnefs of this prelate’s héarf, and 
how amiably does his compaflionate difpofition difplay itfelf; 
when we find him in another fermon, after having defcribed 
feveral other inftances of mercy, thus expreffing himfelf.—— 
« There is another office of mercy ftill behind, upon which I 
muft beg leave to fay a word or two, becaufe the thing feems 
of greater importance than men at firft fight are aware of, and 
that is, mercy, nay, I will call it humanity, to the brute crea- 
tion. We ftyle ourfelves lords of the inferior world, and boaft 
in the dominion which God has given us: ’Tis well; let us 
therefore behave ourfelves like dings, and not like fyrants; let 
our power be tempered with mercy, more efpecially to thofe 
creatures, which are the flaves and drudges of our pleafures ; 
and, with regard to others, let us never deftroy their lives, or 
put them to pain out of wantonnefs, but, when we kill them 
for our ufe or defence, let us fhorten their pains, and put them 
to no unneceflary torture. The fcripture fays, that @ righteous 
man regardeth the life of bis beaft; from whence we may reafona- 
bly conclude, That this fort of mercy, as well as that to one 
another, will be placed to our future account. Cruel fports 
were thought a very high refleétion upon the politenefs of the ’ 
Romans ; and, I am fure, they area much greater upon the 
mercy and humanity of Chriftians.’ 

But farther ; this great man fhone not more as a Chriftian, 
than as a Patriot ; and his fidelity to his country, and his loy- 
alty to his king, moft nobly difcover themfelves ia his addrefs 
and example to the nobility, gentry, and clergy, of York, aflem- 
bled at the caftle ; in order to enter upon an affociation, and 
to propofe a fubfcription for money to raife troops for the de- 
fence of thatcounty, in the year 1745, when the rebellion broke 
out in Scotland. And (to trouble our readers with no more ex- 
traéts) how invaluable a legacy has he left to his countrymen, 
in that juft and fpirited inveCtive againft arbitrary power, and 
the pernicious errors of popery, contained in the fixth fermon ~ 
of this volume! 

‘ Defpotic government, founded in hereditary right, where 
one man’s will is every man’s mifery, is not more mifchievous 
than it is abfurd.—There is reafon, and fpirit, and liberty, in 
law, and it is not only effential to every man’s property, but, 
without it, there can be no fuch thing as virtue or religion in 
the world. 

« If our conftitution is fo valuable, how much more is our re- 
ligion ? and how infeparable is that and the happinefs of our 
country? I fpeak of it now chiefly in oppofition to popery, 
the ftrange and alarming fpreading of which is our greateft and 
moft immediate danger. No nation (fpeaking in the grofs) can 
poflibly 
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poflibly be happy and flourifhing under popery, becaufe the in- 
fluence of it is of fo baneful a nature, that it does not only fink 
the {pirits of men, damp the vigour and life of induftry, ftop 
every avenue to religious knowledge from the fcriptures, make 
princes tyrants, and their péople flaves, but it in a manner 
countermines the wifdom and goodnefs of Providence, and con- 
verts (as it has done in fact) the moft beautiful and fertile 
country into a defolate wildernefs. And therefore, when we fet 
down to recolleé& ourfelves, and recover our ancient chara&er of 
a fober and good-natured, and religious people, let it be our 
principal care to avoid the contagion of this bad, this abfurd, 
and, from its mifchievous fpirit, I muft call -it, this unchriftian 
religion : for popery, as a fine writer expreffés it, “‘ is really an 
ufurpation upon Chriftianity, and, like ufurpers, lives within its 
guards, inquifitors, and dragoons ;, it fettles and fupports itfelf 
by gibbets, axes, halters, fire and fword, and all the inftru- 
ments of death and cruel execution.” 

In fhort, the performances are all elegant, fpirited, and maf- 
terly ; and, we doubt not, but, as fuch, they will be received by 
the public; efpecially, when, befides that, they are the works 
of the learned and truly good man, Dr. Thomas Herring, late 
lord archbifhop of Canterbury, it is proper the public fhould 
be informed, that the profits which may arife from this edition 
will be paid to the treafurer of the London infirmary, for the 
ufe of that excellent charity. 

In the preface the reader is prefented with a fhort account 
of his grace’s family, education, and fucceflive promotions, 
till, unfoliciting and unexpe@ing, he was called by his fove- 
reign, with the univerfal approbation, to the moft exalted dig- 
nity of the church. It contains allo a curious anecdote con- 
cerning a great clamour raifed on account of a fermon preach- 
ed in Lincoln’s-Inn chapel, in which he exprefied his difap- 
probation of a popular entertainment, then exhibiting in the 
neighbouring theatre, and which he prefumed to condemn, 
- as of pernicious confequence in regard to the practice of mora- 
lity and Chriftian virtue. In the fame preface is likewife in- 
‘ferted an elegy facred to his grace’s memory ; and it is but do- 
ing juftice to the merit of the author, to inform the public, we 
owe that poem to the reverend Mr. Fawkes, vicar of Orpington 
and St. Mary Cray, Kent. 


Vor. XV. Sune, 1763. F f Art, 
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Art. II, Letters of the Right Honcurable Lady M——y W—~—~¥ 
M e: Written, during her Travels in Europe, Afia, and 
Africa, to Perfens of Diflin@ion, Men of Letters, Sc. in different 
Parts of Europe. Which contain, among other curious Relations, 
Accounts of the Policy and Manners of the Turks ; drawn from 
Sources that have heen inacceffible to other Travellers. In three 


Volumes. A2mo. Pr. 75. 6d. Becket and De Hondt. 





I" has frequently been obferved, and with great truth, tha€ 

there is an eafe and fimplicity, an undefinable grace and ele- 
gance in the letters of women, which make them infinitely pre- 
ferable to thofe written by men, which indeed are generally 
very ftiff and laboured: the truth of this remark has, perhaps, 
never becn more fully exemplified than in the three little vo- 
lumes now before us, which we are certain were never excelled, 
we might venture to fay, never equalled by any letter-writer of 
any fex, age, or nation. They are, to fay the truth, fo be- 
witchingly entertaining, that we defy the moft phlegmatic man 
upon earth to read one without going through with them, or 
after finifhing the third volume, not to wifh there were twenty 
more of them; for (as the author of thie preface to them ob- 
ferves) ‘ befides the vivacity and fpirit which enlivens every part, 
and that inimitable beauty which fpreads through the whole ; 
befides the purity of the ftyle, which it may be juftly accounted 
the ftandard of the Englifh tongue ; the reader will find a more 
true and accurate account of the cuftoms and manners of the 
feveral nations, with whom this lady converfed, tham he can in 
any other author.’ 

If we had nothing elfe to do but to write evlogiums, we 
fhould fay a great many fine things about lady Mary ; 
but the beft praife we can beftow upon her is to give our 
readers as long an extrac from this agreeable performance, as 
the nature of our work will permit, and Jeave our readers to 
join with us in the admiration of them. Forthis purpofe we fhall 
fele&t a few of fhofe letters which appeared to us the médft en- 
tertaining, though they are really fuch a cana dubia, as to make 
the choice very difficult. 

Thofe who are fond of hiftorical novelty, will be greatly 
pleafed at lady M—’s exact and elegant account of a diverfion 
only to be met with, we imagine, at the court of Vienna. 

‘ The emprefs herfelf was feated on a little throne at the 
end of the fine alley in her garden, and on each fide of her were 
ranged two parties of her ladies of quality, headed by two young 
arch-ducheffes, all dreffed in their hair, full of jewels, with fine 


light guns-in their hands, and at proper diftances were placed 
three 
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tliree oval pictures, which were the marks to be fhot at. Thé 
firft was that of a Cupid, filling a bumper of Burgundy, and 
the motto, “ ’Tis eafy to be valiant here.” The fecond a Fortune 
holding a garland in her hand, the motto, ‘* For her whom For- 
tune favours.” The third was a Sword with a laurel wreath on 
the point, the motto, ‘* Here is no foame to the vanquifbed.”——~ 
Near the emprefs was a gilded trophy wreathed with flowers, 
and made of little crooks, on which weré hung rich Turkifh 
handkerchiefs, tippets, ribbons, laces, &c. for the fmall prizes. 
The emprefs gave the firft with her own hand, which was a find 
ruby ring fet round with diamonds in a gold fnuff-box, There 
was for the fecond, a little Cupid fet with brilliants, and befides 
thefe a fet of fine china for the tea-table, enchafed in gold, ja- 
pan trunks, fans, and many gallantries of the fame natite. All 
the men of quality at Vienna were fpectators; but the ladies 
enly had permiffion to fhoot, and the arch-duchefs Amelia car- 
ried off the firft prize. I was very well pleafed with having 
feen this entertainment, andI do not know but it might make 
as good a figure as the prize-fhooting in the AEneid, if I could 
write as well as Virgil. This is the favourite pleafure of the 
emperor, and there is rarely a week without fome feaft of this 
kind, which makes the young ladies tkilfel enough to defend a 
fort. They laughed very muchto fee me aftaid to handle a gun.’ 

The following letter is, perhaps, the beft in the whole col- 


le&tion. 





‘To the Countefs of —— 
fdrianople, April 1, O. S. 1717. 


‘ 1 with to God, dear fifter, that you were as regular in let- 
ting me know what paffes on your fide of the globe, as I am 
careful in endeavouring to amufe you by the account of all I 
fee here, that I think worth your notice. You centent your- 
felf with telling me over and over, that the town is very dull ; 
it may, poflibly, be dull to you, when evéry day does not pre- 
fent you with fomething new ; but for me, that am in arrears, 
at leaft two months news, all that feems very ftale with you, 
would be very frefh and fweet here. Pray let me into more 
particulars, and I will try to awaken your gratitude, by giving 
you a full and true relation of the novelries of this place, none 
df which would furprize you more than a fight of my perfen, as 
t am now in my Turkifh habit, though I believe you would be 
of my opinion, that ’tis admirably becoming.—TI intend to fend 
you my pidture ; in the mean time atcept of it heres. 

‘ The firft part of my drefs is a pair of drawers, very full, 
that reach to my fhoes, and conceal the legs more medeftly 
than your petticoats. They are of a thin rofé-ccloured ca- 
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mafk, brocaded with filver flowers. My fhoes are of white kid- 
leather, embroidered with gold. Over this hangs my fmock, of 
a fine white filk gauze, edged with embroidery. This fmock 
has wide fleeves, hanging half-way down the arm, and is clofed 
at the neck with a diamond button ; but the fhape and colour 
of the bofom is very well to be diftinguifhed through it. 
The Antery is a waiftcoat, made clofe to the fhape, of white and 
gold damafk, with very long fleeves falling back, and fringed 
with deep gold fringe, and fhould have diamond or pearl but- 
tons. My Caftan, of the fame ftuff with my drawers, is a robe 
exactly fitted to my fhape, and reaching to my feet, with very 
ftrait falling fleeves. Over this is the girdle, of about four fin- 
gers broad, which, all that can afford it, have entirely of dia- 
monds or other precious ftones; thofe, who will not be at that 
expence, have it of exquifite embroidery on fatin; but it muft 
be faftened before with a clafp of diamonds. —The Curdée is a 
loofe robe they throw off, or put on, according to the weather, 
being of a rich brocade (mine is green and gold) either lined 
with ermine or fables; the fleeves reach very little below the 
fhoulders. The head-drefs is compofed of a cap, called Za/- 
pock, which is, in winter, of fine velvet, embroidered with pearls 
or diamonds, and, in fummer, of a light fhining filver ftuff. 
This is fixed on one fide of the head, hanging a little way down 
with a gold taffel, and bound on, either with a circle of dia- 
monds (as I have feen feveral) or a rich embroidered handker- 
chief. On the other fide of the head, the hair is laid flat; and 
here the ladies are at liberty to fhew their fancies ; fome put- 
ting flowers, others-a plume of heron’s feathers, and, in fhort, 
what they pleafe ; but the moft general fafhion is, a large Bou- 
quet of jewels, made like natural flowers, that is, the duds of 
pearl; the rofes of different coloured rubies; the jefamines of 
diamonds; the jonguils of topazes, &c. fo well fet and enamel- 
led, ’tis hard to imagine any thing of that kind, fo beautiful. 
The hair hangs at its full length behind, divided into treffles 
braided with pearl or ribbon, which is always in great quantity. 
I never faw in my life fo many fine heads of hair. In one la- 
dy’s 1 have counted an hundred and ten of the treffes, all na- 
tural; but it muft be owned, that every kind of beauty is more 
common here than with us. ’Tis furprifing to fee a young wo- 
man that is not very handfome. ‘They have naturally the moft 
beautiful complexions in the world, and generally large black 
eyes. I can affure you with great truth, that the court of 
England (though I believe it the faireft in Chriftendom) does 
not contain fo many beauties as -are under our protection here. 
They generally fhape their eye-brows, and both Greeks and 
Turks have the cuftom of putting round their eyes a black tinc- 
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ture, that, at diftance, or by candle-light, adds very much to 
the blacknefs of them. I fancy many of our ladies would be 
overjoyed to know this fecret; but ’tis too vifible by day. They 
dye their nails a rofe-colour; but I own, I cannot enough ac- 
cuftom myfelf to this fafhion to find any beauty in it. 

‘ As to their morality or good conduét, I can fay, like Har- 
lequin, that ’tis juft as *tis with you; and the Turkith ladies 
don’t commit one fin the lefs for not being Chriftians. Now 
that I am a little acquainted with their ways, I cannot forbear 
admiring, either the exemplary difcretion, or extreme ftupidity 
of all the writers that have given accounts of them. ’Tis very 
eafy to fee they have in reality more liberty than we have. No 
woman, of what rank foever, is permitted to go into the ftreets 
without two Mur/ins, one that covers her face, all but her eyes ; 
and another that hides the whole drefs of her head, and hangs 
half way down her back. Their fhapes are alfo wholly con- 
cealed, by a thing they. call a Ferigee, which no woman of any 
fort appears without ; this has ftrait fleeves, that reach to their 
fingers ends, and it laps all round them, not unlike a riding- 
hood. In winter, ’tis of cloth ; and in fummer, of plain fiuff 
or filk, You may guefs then, how effectually this difguifes them, 
fo that there is no diftinguifhing the great lady from her flave. 
Tis impoffible for the moft jealous hufband to know his wife, 
when he meets her, and no man dare touch or follow a woman 
in the ftreet. 

‘ This perpetual mafquerade gives them entire liberty of fol- 
lowing their inclinations without danger of difcovery. The 
moft ufual method of intrigue is, to fend an appointment to 
the lover to meet the lady at a Jews fhop, which are as noto- 
rioufly convenient as our Indian-houfes; and yet, even thofe 
who don’t make ufe of them, do not fcruple to goto buy pen- 
ny-worths, and tumble over rich goods, which are chiefly to be 
found amongft that fort of people. The great ladies feldom let 
their gallants know who they are; and ’tis fo difficult to find it 
out, that they can very feldom guefs at her name, whom they 
have correfponded with for above half a year together. You 
may eafily imagine the number of faithful wives very {mall in 
a country where they have nothing to fear from a lover’s indif- 
cretion, fince we fee fo many have the courage to expofe them- 
felves to that in this world, and all the threatened punifhment of 
the next, which is never preached to the Turkifh damfels. Nei- 
ther have they much to apprehend from the refentment of 
their hufbands ; thofe ladies that are rich, having all their mo- 
ney in their own hands. Upon the whole, I look upon the 
Turkifh women, as the only free people in the empire; the 
very Divan pays a refpect to them, and the Grand Signior him- 
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fel’, when a Bafa is executed, never violates the privileges of tha 
Jaram (or womens apartment) which remains unfearched and 
entire to the widow. They are queens of their flaves, whom 
the hufband has no permiffion fo much as to look upon, except 
it be an old woman or two that his lady chufes. ’Tis true, 
their law permits them four wives, but there is no inftance of a 
man of quality that makes ufe of this liberty, or of a woman of 
rank that would fuffer it. Whena hufband happens to be in- 
conftant (as thofe things will happen) he keeps his miftrefs in a 
houfe apart, and vifits her as privately as he can, juft as’tis with 
you. Amongft all the great men here, I only know the Tefter- 
dar (i. e. Treafurer) that keeps a number of fhe flaves, for his 
own ufe, (that is, on his own fide of the houfe, for a flave once 
given to ferve a lady, is entirely at her difpofal) and he is fpoke 
of asa libertine, or what we fhould call a rake; and his wife 
won’t fee him, though fhe continues to live in his houfe. Thus 
you fee, dear fifter, the manners of mankind do not differ fo 
widely, as our voyage writers would make us believe. Perhaps, 
it would be more entertaining to add a few furprizing cuftoms 
of my own invention ; but nothing feems to me fo agreeable as 
truth, and J believe nothing fo acceptable to you. 1 conclude 
therefore, with repeating the great truth of my being, 


‘ Dear fifter, &c.’ 


Her defcription of inoculation as it was at firft practifed in 
Turkey, under the name of Jngrafting, is extremely curious: it 
concludes with thefe words. 

‘ | am patriot enough to take pains to bring this ufeful in- 
vention into fafhion in England, and I fhould not fail to write 
to fome of our doétors very particularly about it, if ] knew any 
one of them that I thought had virtue enough to deftroy fuch 
& confiderable branch of their revenue for the good of mankind. 
But that diftemper is too beneficial to them, not to expofe to all 
their refentment, the hardy wight that fhould undertake to put 
anendtoit. Perhaps, if I live to return, I may, however, 
have courage to war with them. Upon this occafion, admire 
the heroifm in the heart of, 


¢ Your friend, &c. &c.’ 


Lady M—y, it is well known, kept herword, and was the 
introducer of inoculation into this kingdom, for which, if fhe 
had never wrote thefe letters, fhe deferves to be immortalized, 

Her account of the Vizier’s Haram or Seraglio, with her 
warm and fpirited defcription of the beautiful Fatima is fo ini- 


mitable, that we cannot help laying it before our readers. ‘ 
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© J was met,” fays fhe, ‘ at the door by two black eunuchs, 
who led me through along gallery, between two ranks of beau- 
tiful young girls, with their hair finely plaited, almoft hanging 
to their feet, all drefled in fine light damafk, brocaded with 
filver. I was forry that decency did not permit me to ftop to 
confider them nearer. But that thought was loft upon my en- 
trance into a Jarge room, or rather pavilion, built round with 
gilded fafhes, which were moft of them thrown up, and the 
trees planted near them gave an agreeable fhade, which hin- 
dered the fun from being troublefuome. The jeflamines and 
honeyfuckles that twifted round their trunks, thed a foft per- 
fume, increafed by a white marble fountain playing fweet water 
in the lower part of the room, which fell into three or four ba- 
fons, with a pleafing found. The roof was painted with all 
forts of flowers, falling out of gilded bafkets, that feemed tum- 
bling down. Ona fofa, raifed three fteps, and covered with 
fine Perfian carpets, fat the Kahya’s lady, leaning on cufhions of 
white fatin embroidered ; and at her feet fat two young girls 
about twelve years old, lovely as angels, dreffed perfeétly rich, 
and almoft covered with jewels. But they were hardly feen near 
the fair Fatima, (for that is her name) fo much her beauty effa- 
ced every thing I have feen, nay, all that has been called lovely 
in England or Germany. I muft own, that I never faw any thing 
fo glorioufly beautiful, nor can I recolle& a face that would 
have been taken notice of near ber’s. She flood up to receive 
me, faluting me, after their fafhion, putting her hand to her 
heart with a fweetnefs full of majefty, that no court breeding 
could ever give. She ordered cufhions to be given me, and 
took care to place me in the corner, which is the place of ho- 
nour. I confefs, though the Greek lady had before given mea 
great opinion of her beauty, I was fo itruck with admiration, 
that I could not, for fome time, fpeak to her, béing wholly tak- 
en upin gazing. ‘That furprifing harmony of features! That 
charming refult of the whole! That exa& proportion of body4 
That lovely bloom of complexion unfullied by art! The unut- 
terable enchantment of her fmile !—But her eyes !—Large and 
black, with all the foft languifhment of the blue! every turn of 
her face difcovering fome new grace. 

‘ After my firft furprize was over, I endeavoured, by nicely 
examining her face, to find out fome imperfeQion, without any 
fruit of my fearch, but my being clearly convinced of the error 
of that vulgar notion, that a face exa€tly proportioned, and 
perfectly beautiful, would not be agreeable ; nature having done 
for her, with more fuccefs, what Apelles is faid to have eflayed 
by acollection of the moft exaé features to form a perfe& face. 
Add to all this, a behaviour fo full of grace and fweetnefs, fuch 
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eafy motions with an air fo majeftic, yet free from fliffnefs or 
affectation, that I am perfuaded, could fhe be fuddenly tranfport- 
ed upon the moft polite throne of Europe, no body would think 
her other than born and bred to be a queen, though educatedin 
a country we call barbarous.. To fay all in a word, our moft 

celebrated Englifh beauties would vanifh near her. 
« She was dreffed in a Caftan of gold brocade, flowered with 
filver, very well fitted to her fhape, and fhewing to advantage 
the beauty of her bofom, only fhaded by the thin gauze of her 
fhift. Her drawers were pale pink, her waiftcoat green and 
filver, her flippers white fatin finely embroidered ; her lovely, 
arms adorned with bracelets of diamonds, and her broad girdle 
fet round with diamonds; upon her head a rich Turkifh hand- 
kerchief of pink and filver, her own fine black hair hanging a 
great length, in various trefles, and on one fide of her head fome 
bodkins of jewels. Iam afraid you will accufe me of extrava- 
gance in thisdefcription. 1 think I have read fome where, that 
women always fpeak in rapture, when they {peak of beauty, and 
I cannot imagine why they fhould not be allowed todo fo. I 
rather think it a virtue to be able to admire without any mix- 
ture of defire or envy. The graveft writers have fpoke with 
great warmth of fome celebrated pifures and ftatues. The 
workmanfhip of heaven, certainly excells all our weak imita- 
tions, and I think has a much better claim to our praife. For 
my part, Iam not afhamed to own, I[ took more pleafure in 
looking on the beauteous Fatima, than the fineft piece of fculp- 
ture could have given me. She told me the two girls at her feet 
were her daughters, though fhe appeared too young to be their 
mother. Her fair maids were ranged below the fofa, to the num- 
ber of twenty, and put me in mind of the pictures of the antient 
nymphs. I did not think all nature could have furnifhed fuch a 
fcene of beauty. She made thema fign to play anddance. Four 
of them immediately begun to play fome foft airs on inftruments 
between 2 lute and a guitar, which they accompanied with their 
voices, while the others danced by turns. This dance was very 
different from what I had feen before. Nothing could be more 
artful, or more proper to raife certain ideas. ‘The tunes fo foft ! 
The motions fo languifhing !—Accompanied with paufes and 
dying eyes! half falling back, and then recovering themfelves 
in fo artful a manner, that I am very pofitive, the coldeft and 
moft rigid prude on earth, could not have looked upon them 
without thinking of /omething not to be /poke of. —I| fuppofe you may 
have read that the Turks have no mufic, but what is fhocking 
to the ears; but this account is fromthofe who never heard any 
‘ut what is played in the ftreets, and is juft as reafonable, as if a 
oreigner fhould take his ideas of Englith mufic, from the d/ad- 
aer 
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der and fring, or the marrow-bonesand chavers. I can affure you, 
that the mufic is extremely pathetic; ’tis true, I'am inclined to 
prefer the Italian, but perhaps I am partial. 1am acquainted 
with a Greek lady, who fings better than Mrs. Robinfon, and 
is very well {killed in both, who gives the preference to the 
Turkith. ’Tis.certain they have very fine natural voices, thefe 
were very agreeable. When the dance was over, four fair flaves 
came into the room, with filver cenfers in their hands, and 
perfumed the air with amber, aloes wood, and other fcents. 
After this, they ferved me coffee upon their knees, in the fineft 
japan china, with /oucoups of filver gilt. ‘The lovely Fatima en- 
tertained me, all this while, in the moft polite agreeable manner, 
calling me often Uzelle Sultanam, or the beautiful Sultana, and 
defiring my friendfhip with the beft grace in the world, lament- 
ing that fhe could not entertain me in my own language.’ 

Her letters to Pope have a great deal of wit in them, much 
more than is to be found, perhaps, in any of his ; it would be 
highly injurious to the memory of that great poet, to imagine 
that he could ever fo far forget his friendfhip and connections 
with this charming writer, as to quarrel with her, much 
Jefs that he could be capable of treating her illiberally and in- 
decently in his fatires ; which would certainly be looked upon 


as the effe&t of mere malice and envy. 
Peace to all fuch, but were there one, &c. 


The following account of a Turkifh marriage is extremely 
entertaining, and may ferve to give us fome idea of our author’s 
excellency in the Defriptive. 

« I was,’ fays fhe, ‘ three days ago, at one of the fineft in 
the town, and had the opportunity of feeing a Turkith bride re- 
ceived there, and all the ceremony ufed on that occafion, which 
made me recolleét the epithalamium of Helen, by Theocritus ; 
and it feems to me, that the fame cuftoms have continued ever 
fince, All the the friends, relations, and acquaintance of the 
two families, newly allied, meet at the bagnio; feveral others 
go, out of curiofity, and I believe there were that day two hun- 
dred women. Thofe that were, or had been, married, placed 
themfelves round the rooms on the marble fofas ; but the vir- 
gins very haflily threw off their cloaths, and appeared without 
other ornament or covering, than their own long hair braided 
with pearlor ribbon. ‘Two of them met the bride at the door, 
conducted by her mother and another grave relation, She was a 
beautiful maid of about feventeen, very richly dreffed, and fhin- 
ing with jewels, but was prefently reduced to the ftate of na- 
ture. Two others filled filver gilt pots with perfume, and be- 
gan the proceflion, the reit following in pairs, to the number 
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of thirty. The leaders fung an epithalamium, anfwered by the 
others in chorus, and the two laft led the fair bride, her eyes 
fixed on the ground, with a charming affectation of modefty. 
in this order they marched round the three large rooms of the 
hagnio. ’Tis not eafy to reprefent to you the beauty of this 
fight, moft of them being well proportioned and white fkined ; 
all of them perfectly fmooth, and polifhed by the frequent ufe 
of bathing. After having made their sour, the bride was again 
fed to every matron round the rooms, who faluted her with a 
compliment and a prefent, fome of jewels, others of pieces of 
stuff, handkerchiefs, or little gallantries of that nature, which 
the thanked them for, by kiffing their hands. I was very weli 
pleafed with having feen this ceremony;. and you may believe 
me, that the Turkith ladies have, at Jeaft, as much wit and 
civility, nay liberty, as among us.’ 

One pretty, but very fhort, novel for the ladies, and we have 
done. , 

¢ She is.a Spaniard, and was at Naples with her family, when 
that kingdom was part of the Spanifh dominion. Coming from 
thence in a feloucca, accompanied by her brother, they were at- 
tacked by the Turkith admiral, boarded and taken.—And now 
how fhall I modeftly tell you the rett of her adventure? The 
fame accident happened to her that happened to the fair Lu- 
eretia fo many years before her. But the was too good a Chri- 
ftian to kill hertelf, as that heathenifh Roman did. The admi- 
ral was fo much charmed with the beauty, and Jong-/uffering of 
the fair captive, that, as his firft compliment, he gave immedi- 
ate liberty to her brother and attendants, who made hafte te 
Spain, and in afew months fent the fum of four thoufand pound 
fterling, as aranfom for his fifter. ‘The Turk took the money 
which he prefented to her, and told her fhe was at liberty. But 
the lady very difcreetly weighed the different treatment fhe was 
likely to findin hernativecountry. Herrelations (as the kind- 
eft thing they could do for her, in her prefent circumftances) 
would certainly confine her to a nunnery for the reit of her 
days.—Her Infidel Jover was very handfome, very tender, very 
forid of her, and lavifhed at her feet all the Turkifh magnifi- 
cence. She anfwered him very refolutely, that her liberty was 
not fo precious to her as her honour, that he could no way re- 
ftore that but by marrying her, and fhe therefore defired him to 
accept the ranfom as her portion, and give her the fatisfaction 
of knowing that no man could boaft of her favours without be- 
ing her hufband. The admiral was tranfported at this kind 
offer, and fent back the money to her relations, faying he was 
too happy in her poffeffion. He married her, and never took 
any other wife, and (as fhe fay herfelf) the never had reafon to 
sepent the choice fhe made.’ Wes 
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We could give our readers extra&s from twenty letters equally 
agreeable and well written with thofe we have already quoted : 
but the volumes are in the hands of all the polite world ; it is 
therefore fufficient for us to.obferve (with the editor) that the 
publication of thefe letters will be an immortal monument to 
the memory of lady M—y W—-y, and will fhew, as long as the 
Englifh language endures, the fprightlinefs of her wit, the foli- 
dity of her judgement, the extent of her knowledge, the ele- 
gance of her tafte, and the excellence of her rea/ chara&er. 





Art. IV. Four Charges to the Clergy of the Archdeaconry of Effex: 
I. Some plain Arguments to prove, that Chriftianity does not reje@ 
the Aid of Human Learning. II. An Examination of the Dofrine 
of the Methodifts concerning inward Feelings. JII. An Examina- 
tion of the Dedtrine of the Methodifts concerning Affurances. IP. 
An Enquiry, whether the Article of the Refurredion of the Body, or 
Fiifh, was not inferted into the public Creeds before the Middle of 
the fourth Century ; and whether the Language of it is not agreta- 
ble to the Language of the Scriptures: In Anfwer to a pofthumous 
Pamphlet of the late Dr. Sykes. By T. Rutherforth, D.D. F.R.S, 
Archdeacon of Effex, King’s Profeffor of Divinity in Cambridge, 
and Chaplain to ber Royal Highne/s the Prince/s Dowager of Wales. 
$vo, Pr.zs. Richardfon. 


HE firft charge contains fome plain arguments to prove, 

that Chriftianity does not rejeé&t the aid of human learn- 

ing. The intention of the archdeacon is to fhew that thofe 
new reformers, who are known among us by the name of Me- 
thodifts, notwithftanding they fometimes pretend to be genuine 
fons of the church of England, adopt the very language and 
opinion of the Conventicle ; when they maintain, ‘ that every 
believer, provided he has the gift of utterance, is qualified to 
preach the gofpel,’ nay, that human learning, inftead of being 
a neceflary qualification for a divine, is an impediment which 
will keep him from the knowledge of the truth, and inftead of 
affifting him in teaching other men what they muft do to be 
faved, will ftand in the way of his own falvation. ‘ This is the 
fubftance,’ fays he, ‘ of What the leaders of the party fay to juf- 
tify their employing, in every part of the kingdom, a multitude 
of illiterate preachers, to abienate the regards of the common 
people from their legal paftors, to the great offence of all fo- 
ber and intelligent Chriftians, and in oppofition to the eftablith- 
ed difcipline, and approved practice of our church.’ And Dr. 
Rutherforth, with great ftrength of reafoning, confutes this er- 
roneous opinion, and proves, that they who are admitted to 
preach 
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preach the go!pel, fhould qualify themfelves for this important 
office by fome competent attainments in literature. He obferves, 
with great propriety, that ‘ the example of the apoitles is foreign 
tothe purpofe. Their miniftry in its nature and circumftances 
was wholly different from ours. ‘The religion, which they were 
appointed to teach, was not to be found any-where till they 
had publifhed it to the world: the writings of the philofophers 
did not contain it; the prophets under the old teitament had 
only foretold the coming of its divine author, and its future pub- 
Jication, but had not publifhed it themfelves; and though the 
truth of all its doctrines, when they and the evidence which fup- 
ports them, are laid before us, approves itfelf to our reafon, 
yet many of them are fuch, as no deductions of reafon could have 
brought to light. The apoftles therefore were in fuch a fitua- 
ation, that no human art or wifdom could teach them this reli- 
gion: if they had not learned it from heaven, they could not 
have learned it at all. But after they had received it from the 
Holy Spirit of God, and had been fully inftru€ted in it by his in- 
fluence ; they committed it to writing in the facred books of 
the new teftament: andthe proper bufinefs of our miniftry is ; 
not to cal! it down from heaven again for the inftruétion of our 
hearers; but to inftrué& them init from thefe books, which 
have by the good providence of God been fafely tranfmitted to 
us. How then can we argue from the miniftry of the apoftles 
to our own miniftry ? Though they in finding ovt the religi- 
on, which they publifhed, when it was not extant any where, 
neither did nor could receive any affiftance from human litera- 
ture ; yet it does not follow, that human literature will be of 
no ufe to us in learning the fame religion; now it is extant in 
the facred writings, and is to be collected by us from thence, 
before we teach it to others.’ 

Daniel’s underftanding by books the number of years, whereof 
the word of the Lord came to Jeremiah, &c. Dan. ix. 2.; Saint 
Paul’s giving directions to Timothy, to hold faft the form of 
fuund words, 2 Tim. i. 13.; and to give attendance to reading, 
1 Tim. iv. 13.; his charge to him to bring the books, 2 Tim. 
iv. 13.3 (which books are underftood, by moit interpreters, not 
to be the facred ones ;) St.. Paul’s quoting one of the Greek 
poets in his difcourfe to the people of Athens, another in his 
epifile to Titus, and a third in his firft epiftle to the church of 
Corinth; are all fufficient arguments of his perfuafion, that 
human literature might be applied in teaching Chriftianity, and 
that to be a fcholar was confiftent with the character of a Chri- 
ftian divine. Should it be afferted by thefe Methoditts, * That 
though Chriftianity, now it is contained in the books of the 


new teflament, ought to be learned by reading thefe books; 
yet 
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yet it may be learned without reading them in the original ; 
and that all thofe whom we call unlettered and ignorant men, 
are able to’ read them in a tranflation.’ To this the author re= 
plies, that ‘ not to mention that the truth of this faét is very 
queftionable, the anfwer itfelf is nothing to the prefent purpofe. 
For when I afk, whether fuch illiterate men, as they have 
thought fit to employ in the miniftry of preaching, would have 
been able to read the new teftament, if it had never been tanf- 
lated into Englifh; I only want to fhew them, that the circum- 
ftances of our religion are fuch, as have made literature neceflary 
for preferving the knowledge of it, and much more for fpread- 
ing this knowledge amongft mankind: and it is plain, that how- 
ever able thefe new teachers may be to read the new teftament 
in a tranflation; yet as the originial could not at this time have 
been read by any one, fo neither could a tranflation have been 
made for them to read it in, without the help of human learn- 
ing.’ 

St. Peter obferves that ‘ there are in the feriptures fome things hard 
to be underftood.’? * And can any one imagine, that thofe things, 
which in his judgment were hard to be underftood, are fuch as 
every unlettered mechanic, who leaves the work of his craft, in 
which alone he has hitherto been occupied, and calls himfelf a 
preacher of the gofpel, is able to explain? Is not it much more 
likely, that they are the fafeft guides and moft profitable in- 
ftructers, who from their childhood have Known the- holy fcrip- 
tures, and have diligently and faithfully made ufe of all the 
helps to underftand them, which the providence of God by 
means of a liberal education has put into their hands; who 
‘¢ have given attendance to reading, have meditated on thefe 
things, and have given themfelves wholly to them ?” 

After which the archdeacon concludes this excellent and fea- 
fonable charge in the following manner.—‘ Far be it from me 
to fay or to think, that we receivé no help from the Holy Spi- 
rit in difcharging the work of the miniftry. But there is not’ 
the leaft evidence, that whoever takes upon himfelf to preach 
the gofpel, now it is to be collected from the facred writings, 
has the fame miraculous affiftances, which were given to the 
apofties, when they were called to preach it, before it was any 
where extant. And as to the ordinary influences of the Holy 
Ghoft; they only work together with us: they do not, either’ 
in the work of our own falvation, or in the work of inftru&ing 
others, make our own'endeavours unneceflary. 

‘ Thofe perfons however may be true believers, who, for 
want of having had leifure to ftore their minds with ufeful lite- 
rature, are not qualified to be paftors and teachers: though 
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they afe too unlearned to be able to explain thofe things in’ thé 
fcriptures, which are hard to be underftood ; yet unlefs they are 
unftable as well as unlearned, they will not wreft them to their 
éwn deftruction. The wifcom of the public has provided fuch 
guides for them, as are both able and willing to fhew them the 
good and the right way: and it is their duty to ‘‘ continue in 
the things, which they have learned” from thefe guides, and 
to “hold faft the faithful word as they have been taught.” 
They are then only in danger of being mifled; when forfaking 
their lawful paftors ‘they heap to themfelves teachers, and are 
carried about with every wind of do&rine.” 

In the fecond charge Dr. Rutherforth examines the doétrine’ 
of the Methodifts concerning the inward feelings. ‘ It may be 
worth the while,’ fays he, ‘ to enquire, whether we have any 
reafon to believe, that the mind has any inward feeling, which 
will enable it to perceive the ordinary influences of this Spirit, 
fo as to difcern from whence they come. 

‘ The mind has indeed a fort of feeling diftin@ from the fenfes 
of the body, by which, if it attends to what paffes within itfelf, 
it can difcern the faculties and affections, which a@tually exift 
in it, and can compare thofe, which it has now, with thofe, 
which it had at fome othertime. But it is one thing, to per- 
ceive them, when they are there, and to know what alterations 
have been made in them ; it is another thing, to perceive the 
caufes, which generate or improve, which debafe or deftroy 
them. We perceive the faculties and affeftions, which we have 
in our minds, and we difcern the changes, which they have un- 
dergone, by an inward confcioufnefs, or, if any one likes the 
expreflion better, by an inward fecling of the mind: but 
the caufes, upon which they depend, and the operations of 
thefe caufes are perceived only by means of the fenfes of the 
body.’ 

In another place he fays, ‘1f then either the infidel,’ (who 
would perfuade us to believe all the promifes which Chriit has 
made to mankind, of affifting them with his Spirit in the work of 
their falvation) ‘ or the methodift,’ (who afferts, that this influ- 
ence of the Spirit is confined to their own fraternity,) ‘ fhould 
afk us, upon what evidence we believe that we have any affift. 
ance afforded us in the work of our falvation by the influence of 
God’s Holy Spirit ? We may anfwer, that we believe it upon the 
authority of Chrift, who by himfelf and by his apoftles has pro- 
mifed us this affiftance: and if his authority is not oppofed: 
by any pofitive evidence of fenfe ; the negative evidence of our 
not perceiving this Spirit, and not difcerning the divinity of its 
influence by an inward touch of the mind, ought to have no 


weight with us. For we have no reafon to think, that the Holy 
Ghoit 
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Ghoft cannot enlighten, and purify, and ftrengthen our minds, 
without making itfelf and its influence, what neither of theny, 
are in their own nature, the objeéts of our bodily fenfes: and 
we find, by obferving what happens in other inftances, that rhe 
mind in its prefent fituation has no inward fenfe of its own, by 
which the influence of external caufes, or the caufes themfelves, 
may be felt or difcerned; and that it then only perceives them, 
when they affect the organs of the body, fo as to raife a fenfa~ 
tion in it by their means,’ 

‘ Should the methodift reply, that, when he plainly and di- 
ftin@ly feels the work of God in his foul, no reafoning in the 
world can perfuade him out of his fenfes, and convince him that 
he does not feel it; we may defire him to recolleét, that in the 
controverfy between him and us there are properly two quef- 
tions: one is; whether the operations of the Holy Ghoft are 
of fuch a fort, and are communicated in fuch a manner, that no 
man can be affifted by them without feeling them? the other is ; 
whether, in what he fuppofes himfelf to teel, he does not mif- 
take the groundlefs fancies of his imagination for clear and di- 
ftiné& perceptions ? In the former queftion this reply is nothing 
to the purpofe : for whatever his feelings may be; if we, who 
have none of them, may notwithftanding this be under the in- 
fluence of divine grace, as well as he ; we have no occafion to 
go to his fchool to learn Chriftianity. In the latter queftion, as 
1 hinted at firft, we have no great hopes of convincing him by 
reafon and argument, that his fuppofing feelings are not to be 
depended on: for it is, we know, a fundamental principle in his 
fchool, that all who come into it, muft renounce their reafon, 
and fubmit themfelves without referve to the dictates of the in- 
fallible guides who prefide there. We may however advife him 
to confider ; whether, inftead of our perfuading him out of his 
fenfes, it is not poffible, that they, after having perfuaded him 
out of his reafon, may have led him to imagine, that he has 
fuch an inward fenfe in this inftance, as nature has not given 
him in any other. 

‘ And yet fuch is the force of truth, that even thefe guides, 
notwithitanding what they ufually inculcate concerning the evi- 
dence of inward feelings, are fometimes conftrained to own, 
that all their experiences may poflibly be delufions. One of 
them, he beft knows how confiftently with his ttanding doc- 
trine of convictions and affurances, cautions his followers 
‘« againit judging of the fpirit, by which any one fpeaks, by 
their own inward feelings, or by revelations fuppofed to be 
made to their fouls; becaufe thefe being all of a doubtful 
nature may come from God, or may not.” What therefore 
shall we think of thefe inward feelings ? They may be clear 
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and diftin& perceptions of fuch affe€ions, inclinations, or fer- 
timents, as are in the mind: but if’it is doubtful even to 
thofe, who have them, whether they come from God or not 5 
they cannot be clear and diftin& perceptions of the caufe, from 
which thefe affections, inclinations, or fentiments are derived. 
They may be feelings of fome internal motions or perfuafions : 
but if they leave men in uncertainty, whether thefe motioris 
and perfuafions are the work of the Holy Ghoit, or the ground- 
lefs fancies of their own imagination, or the fuggeitions of 
Satan; they cannot be feelings of the Holy Ghoft itfelf, or of 
its divine operations.’ 

The Archdeacon concludes this excellent charge, with ob- 
ferving, ‘that it would be unreafonable, if any one fhould 
require me after all either to explain the true caufes of thofe 
emotions, which are faid to be frequent in the congregations 
of thefe new teachers, or elfe to allow, that they are raifed by 
an inward feeling of the work of God in the foul : for it is 
very poflible, that we may know Certainly, what is not the 
caufe of them, though we are not able to find out, what is. 
We know however, that notwithftanding they are ready with a 
prefumption, which may well be called blafphemous, to admi- 
nifter unhallowed comfort to fuch of their votaries, as have 
wholly given themfelves up into their power; yet they feldom 
fail in their preachings to decree inevitable damnation, and to 
thunder out the moft dreadful curfes againft thofe, whom they 
are pleafed to call the unconviéted or unregenerate part of their 
hearers. It is no wonder therefore if perfons, who have either 
a weak underftanding, or a weak habit of body, fhould fome- 
times be fo terrified by them as to fall into fits, or even to be 
quite deprived of their fenfes: for thefe are no unufual effeets, 
where men are affrighted beyond what they are able to bear. 

‘ Perhaps, if the reafonable and chriitian temper of our 
laws, had not reftrained the civil magiftrate from interpofing 
his authority ; thefe diforders might in many inftances have 
been found to be impious frauds. We may be fure, that all of 
them are not brought on by the inward workings of God’s 
Holy Spirit; fince phyficians have fometimes been able to re- 
move them by the help of medicines. 

‘ Do I think then, either that all who are thus agitated, are 
cheats and impoftors, or that they would all lofe the inward 
feelings, which they fancy themfelves to have, if they were 
put under the wholfome difcipline of medicine ? By no means. 
‘There are without doubt fome forts of madnefs, which, as no 
feverity of the magiftrate could quell, fo no fkill of the phy- 
fician can cure.’ 
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th the third charge is examined the doftrine of the Metho- 
difts coaceravig affurances. ‘* Affurance of prefent pardon is 
d privilege, fay they, of all true believers: for chriftian faith, 
or, as they more frequently call it, juflifying faith is a divine 
evidence or conviction, not only that God was in Chriit recon 
ciling the world unto himfelf, but a fure truit and confidence; 
that Chrift loved me and gave himfelf for me: and this direcly 
impli es a ftrong convittion-of my being reconciled to God. % 
Before we examine this account of chriftian faith; let us con- 
fider what conclufion it will lead us to. If the nature of a 
true faith in Chritt implies, that each perfon, who has ity 
is convinced or aflured by a divine evidence, that he is recon- 
ciled to God; remiflion of fins and an aifurance of remiffion 
muit always be given in one and the fame moment: becaufe, 
whether faith be, as they think, the only condition, or; as we 
think, a necefiary condition, of obtaining forgivenefS ; both 
parties are agreed, that no one, according to the terns cf the 
chriftian covenant, can obtain forgivenefs without it, In the 
mean time they teach, that the pardon of oar fins and ati 
affurance of our being pardoned, not only may be, but fré- 
quently are, feparated; fo that many perfOns receive the oné 
fome weeks, or months, or years before they receive the other. 
Such is the inconfiftency between theif do&trine and the argu- 
ment, by which they endeavonr to fupport it. Sometimes ins 
deed they diftinguith between the firft feafe of forgiveneis, 
which has often doubts and fears mixed with it, and what they 
call a full affurance of faith, which admits of neither. But they 
have precluded themfelves from making ufe of this diftin@tion, 
They cannot fay, that the firfi fenfe of prefent pardon is*fuf- 
ficient to jultify’a man ; but that the fi? affiirance of faith may 
be given to him’afterwards: both becaufe they ‘“ warn theit 
hearers not to think themiclves juftified, before they have 2 
cleat 3% uranee, that God has forgiven their fins, bringing with 
it a calm peace, the love of God, and daminion over all fin; 
and likewife becaufe thev defcribe faith in general to hea ae- 
mon/Prative evidence, and juftifying faith in particular to be a fre 
truft and confidence: for a clear aflurance of pardon joined with 
a power to fin no more, which yer is not a full affurance 5 a 
demonitrative evidente, which leaves room for dcubts ; and a 
fure truft or confidence, which has fears and milgivings mixed 
with it; are wholly aninrelligible. 
© But their argument, befides being inconfiflent w ith theit 
do&trine, is falfe in its firft principle. Chet ftian faith can nei- 
ther be a full aflurance nor any affurance at all of prefent par- 
don and acceptance with God. A fure trait and confidence, 
that Chritt loved me, and gave himfelf for me, is fueh an ex 
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preffion, as admits of two differcnt fenfes. It may mean, a 
fure tru{t and confidence, that through the death of Cheift I 
have actually received the forgivenefs of my fins; cr it may 
mean a fure truft and confidence, that through his death the 
pardon of ‘my fins is offered to me. We "have not a true 
chriftian faith, if we do not truft, that Chrift died for us in the 
latter fenfe ; that he came into the world to fave finners, and 
zs amongft the reft; and that God’s promifes of pardon and 
acceptance through his blood will be made good to ws, if we 
obferve the conditions, which are annexed tothem. This truft 
and confidence may rife fo high, as tobe properly called a full 
affurance of -faith: nor fhail [ venture to determine, whether 
any lower degree than this, will be fufficient to fatisfy one of 
the conditions of our juftification. But an affurance of this 
fort is not the fame with thofe, which are the fubje& of our 
prefent enquiry. Such an affurance, as this, ‘* comes by hear- 
ing, and hearing by the word cf God ;” we acquire it by the 
ftudy of the criptures, and by fearching into the foundation 
of thofe promifes, which are contained in them; and what- 
ever afiiftance we may receive, in acquiring it, from the Spirit 
of God; he docs not imprefs it upon our minds by an imme- 
diate revelation: it is an afiurance, that we may obtain for- 
givenefs and acceptance through Chrift, if we are not wanting 
to ourfelves, and not that we have obtained them already : 

is an affurance of God’s veracity, and not of our own eternal 
falvation.’ 

In page 55, we are prefented with a curious anecdote; ¢ I 
have indeed been told that one of their leaders, when he was 
expounding this petition, Forgive us our trefpaffes, Se. in one 
of their congregations, where fuch, as imagined themfelves to 
have been afiured of forgivenefs, were placed by themfelves, 
addrefied himfelf to them in words to this effect; ** As to you, 
my brethren, who-have received the witnefs of the Spirit, by 
which you are affured, that your pardon is fea’ed in heaven ; it 
is not only unneceffary, but would be inconfiftent with the 
happy fiate, at which you are arrived, to pray to God for this 
blefling.” But it is of little importance, whether this account 
is true or not; for if they leave out any petiticn of the prayer, 
which Chrift commanded his difciples to make ufe of, they 
oppofe their authority to his; and if they do not, their prac 
tice is inconfiitent with their do@rine.’ 

And having proved that the witneffes of the Spirit, by 
which he teltifies with our {pirit, that we are the children of 
God, is not an affurance of prefent pardon and falvation im- 
prefled upon our minds by the influence of the Holy Ghoft ; 
we are then informed what it is; * that it confifts in the evr- 
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dence of thofe good affeétions, which the Spirit of God excite’ 
or confirms in us by fach means, as the mind canhot difcerr 
by any inward feelings, of fuch a power, as his imperceptible 
influence fupplies us with, to reftrain and fubdue our ficthly 
appetites, and of thofe good works, which his fecret afliftances 
enable us to perform. It would be very difficult to reckon up 
the feveral degrees of this evidence, and to diftinguith them 
exactly from one another. ‘They are different according to the 
different progrefs, which we have made in the love and pracs 
tice of our chriftian duty. As foon as we begin to corre& our 
vicious appetites; though we are then only entering upon a 
thriftian life, and therefore cannot °ffure ourfelves, that we are 
fuch, as God requires us to be; yet if we approach him with 
humility and reverence, like children, who hope, that their 
behaviour is fuch, as may in fome degree be pleafing to their 
offended parents, but are afraid at the fame time, that it may 
-be otherwife ; we may venture, in obedience to the commands, 
and through the merits of Chrift, to call him eur Farber. And 
as long as we continue in this world, we ought to be always 
‘« prefiing forward towards the mark for the prize of our high 
calling of God in Chrift Jefus,” and never to think, that we 
have arrived at fuch a degree of perfection, as can make if 
tnneceflary or improper for us to pray to God #o forgive us ou 
trefpaffes: for St. James teaches us, that “‘ in many things we 
offend all ;” and St. John, that “ if we fay, we have no fing 
we deceive ourfelves, and the truth is not in us.” 

The fourth and laft charge contains an enquiry, whether thé 
article of the refurrefion of the body, or flefh, was not in- 
ferted into the public creeds before the middle of the fourth 
century ; and whether the language of it is not agreeable to 
the language of the fcriptures; in anfwer to a poflhumous 
pamptilet of the late Dr. Sykes. But as, however importané . 
it may be, it will afford but little entertainment, the reader will 
readily excufe us, if we only inform him, that Dr. Sykes, hav- 
ing in his Enquiry, when the refurre€tion of the body of flefh 
was firft inferted into the public creeds, direQed the minifters 
of the gofpel to look fog the true caufe of the great enereafe 
of infidelity in thefe kingdoms, amongft themfelves : ‘ He ob- 
ferves, that we have quite changed the truths of chrifiianiry 
by our interpretations of them ; that what we profefs undet 
the notion of a chriftian faith has, in more inftances than one; 
heen tendered inconffient with common fenfe by departing 
from the language of the f{criptures; and then concludes, that 
men will naturally reje& the truths of the gofpel, when they 
fee things taught, as the fundamental dodtrines of it, which 
they cannot comprehend or underftand. He thinks himfelf 
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warranted to nvake fuch reflections, as thefe, by what appears 
ed to him to be the refult of an enquiry concerning the time, 
when the article of a refurreGion of the fief or of the body was 
firft inferted into the public or baptifmal creeds. The (crip- 
tures frequently mention a refurrection in general, and a refur- 
rection of the dead: but he cannot find, either that they fay 
any thing about a refurre€tion of thé bedy, or that this article 
ever made part of a public creed, before the middle of the 
fourth century.’ 

The examination of the validity of this affertion of Dr. Sykes, 
is the fubjeét of this fourth charge of Dr. Rutherforth; in 
whieh he enquires, whether this writer is not miftaken in both 
parts of it ? that is, whether this article had not a place in the 
public creeds much earher than the time which he has fixed ? 
and whether the language of it is not jultified by the manner, 
in which the fcriptures fpeak of the refurre€tion ? 

Upon the whole—This pamphlet contains a great deal of 
folid reafoning, aud found learning ; difcovers a watchful care 
in the Archdeacon, to correct and extirpate the errors that are 
daily gaining ground in the minds of thofe miltaken and de- 
luded people the Methodifts ; and treats of the moft feafonable 
doftrines (efpecially the three firft charges) he could poffibly 
have pitched upon, to have made the fubje& of his addrefs to 
the*clergy of his archdeaconry: and fo judicioufly has he 
handled them, that they cannot fail of being of ufe, if the 
Methodifts have either underftanding enough to be cenvinced 
by his arguments, or honefty enough to own their conwiction. 





Art. V. An Expofulatory Letter from J. J. Rouffeau, Citizen of 
Geneva, to Ciriftopher de Beaumont, Archbijbop of Paris. 
To which ts prefixed, The Mandate of the faid Prelate, and alp 
the Proceedings of the Parliament of Paris, relative to the Treatife 
on Education, intitlhd Emilius. 12m0. Pr. 2s. Becket and de 


Hondt. 


IIIS author, who at onee makes public profeffion of 

fcepticifm and chriftianity, is chargeable with an incon- 
fiftency as great as that of the archbifhop, who wrote the 
mandate againft him. ‘The former fpeaks of the founder of 
chriftianity with as much enthufiafm as an innovator in relt- 
gion, and at the fame time does his utmoft to fap the evidence 
which fupports.it; whilf the latter, who profeffes himfelf a 
minifter of the God of peace, fhews, by his encouragement of 
perfecution, that he does not know of what fpirit he is. Monf, 


Rouffeau, at the opening of his letter, takes notice of a contra- 
diction 
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diction in the fevere proceedings of his adverfaries againft him, 
which cannot but be acknowledged by every one. Nothing cara 
be more furprifing than that a book wrote by a citizen of 
Geneva, and printed in Holland, fhould, by a decree of the 
parliament of Paris, be condemned to be burnt by the common 
hangman: that objections againft the church of Rome, pro- 
pofed by a proteitant in a proteftant-country, fhould draw upon 
their author the cenfure of the parliament of Paris; and thata 
republican fhould be condemned by the parliament of Paris, 
for objections againft monarchy made in a republican. ftate. 
It cannot be denied that there is in allthis fomething of that 
inconfiftency, which, according to M. de Fontenelle, is fo fre- 
quently obfervable in human affairs, and of which he gives a 
remarkable inftance in the fame Ariftophanes, who turned 
the heathen gods into ridicule, being the fir# that flirred up 
the Athenians againft the impiety of Socrates, 

In page 46, Mr. Rouffeau tells the archbifhop, that a note in 
the 6th volume of the New Eloifa, page 138, is the true fource 
‘of his misfortunes. He has in that note prophefied, that as 
foon as the Janfenifts fhould gain the fuperiority, they would 
be more perfecuting and fevere than their enemies. He is not 
very explicit upon this fubje&, but he has faid enough to thew, 
that he apprehended the archbifhop to have been influenced by 
the Janfenifts in all he did againft them. 

With regard to the feverity of the proceedings againft this au- 
thor, we entirely difapprove of it, even if the do€irines delivered 
in his book were ever fo falfe and pernicious. Whether they are 
fo or not, the reader will be enabled to judge from the account 
given of it by the author himfelf, as this expoftulatory letter 
contains a recapitulation of the tenets delivered in Emilius. 

Ia pages so.and 51, he informs us, that the fundamental p:in- 
ciple of all morality, that upon which he has reafoned in ail b:s 
writings, and which he explained in the laft, is, that man is natt ¢ 
rally good ; that he loves juftice and order; that there is no ori- 
ginal perverfity in the human heart ; and that the firft emo- 
tions of human nature are always right. He then proceeds to 
inform us, that in the gradual formation of fociety, men are 
rendered corrupt, and enemies to each other, by the clashing of 
their. interefts. Thus man, being naturally and originally 
good, individuals become wicked, and the great objet of the 
book under confideration, is to difeover the means of prevent- 
ing this general defe€tion. Before the author lays thefe means 
before us, he inveighs againft the manner in which youth are 
educated by priefts, and declares, that this education, though 
reprefented by the archbifhop as fo virtuous, is in reality the 
gaufe of all the vices of children, and that the companions and 
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iniftreffes of young men only compleat what the priefts ang 
preceptors begun. his affertion is, in our opinion, fomewhat 
paradoxical, as we do not apprehend that Mr. Rouffeau has 
been able to make it out. Thus, all plans of education appear- 
ing to this philofopher as contributing to the encreafe of im- 
morality, he lays down the negative plan of education, as the 
beft, or rather as the only one that is good for any thing. 
He explains himfelf farther, by telling us, that by pofitive 
education, he means that which ts calculated to form the un- 
derftanding before the proper time, and to give a child pre- 
maturely the knowledge of the duties of man. By negative, 
he means that which tends to perfect our corporeal organs, 
the inftruments of our knowledge, and which prepares us for 
yeafon, by exercifing our fenfes. 

In the courfe of this Treatife upon Education, the author 
has drawn upon himfelf the thundering anathema of the 
archhithop; by advancing fome pofitions, which are, accord- 
ing to him, fubverfive of all religion: as, that every child 
who helieves in God, is neceffarily an idolater, or an anthro- 
pomorphite ; that a young lad of fifteen, or even of eighteen, 
is hardly able to acquire an idea of the Deity; and that 
the knowledge of the exiftence of a God is not always ne- 
ceffary to falvation. This heavy charge the author has 
fully refuted, by fhewing, that the archbifhop had mifrepre- 
fented his fenfe, and even altered his words in citing the 
paflages. He next refutes the archbifhop’s affertion, that he 
had denied the Unity of God, by fhewing that he had only 
maintained, that it is impodlible for reafon to decide, whether 
matter was created by God, or whether there were from all 
eternity two felf-exiftent principles, namely, matter and fpirit. 
Jn fpeaking to the point, he fhews evidently from fcripture, 
that the notion af creation is not to be met with in the antient 
Jewifh theology, and declares for the opinion of two felf-exift- 
ent, eternal principles ; as that, according to him, accounts in 
fome meafure for the origin of evil. But this is a fubje&, 
which has bewildered all philofophers, antient and modern. 

Our author, notwithftanding the charge of {cepticifm and 
atheifm brought againft him, declares himfelf, in the 12th 
page af his Continuation, a chriftian, a fincere chriftian, ac- 
cording to the doctrine of the gofpel ; a chriltian, not as a 
gifciple of priefts, but as a difciple of Jefus Chrift. He de- 
¢lares farther, that being firmly convinced of the effential 
truths of chriftianity, he endeavours to nourifh his heart with 
the Spirit of chriftianity, without perplexing his head about 
what appears in it dark and obfcure. 

After having thus profeffed himfelf a chriftian, he in page 
zgth of the Continuation, declares his opinion that true chrif- 
ty tianity 
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tianity is not to be found upon earth. There never has been 
a religion publickly eftablifhed, fays he, which hath not given 
the moft cruel wounds to humanity. Upon this héad he takes 
occafion, to inveigh againft that perfecution which has been too’ 
much encouraged by religionilts of all denominations. He 
illuftrates his obfervations by a ftory, which we hall beg leave 
to tranfcribe, as a fpecimen of the work, which does honour 
to the genius and good heart of the author. 

‘ A Parfis of Suratte having fecretly married a Turkith 
woman, was difcovered, feized, and, having refufed to embrace 
Mahometani‘m, was condemned to death. Before he went to 
execution, he addreffed his judge, in the following manner: 

«© Will you, then, take away my life? For what crime is it 
you punith me? I have rather tranfgrefled my own law than 
yours: My law fpeaks to the heart, and, is without cruelty ; 
my crime hath been punifhed by the cenfure of my brethren, 
But what have I done to you deferving of death? I have beha- 
ved to you as if you were of my family, and have chofen a 
fitter from among you. I have Jeft her to her own faith, and, 
for her own intereft, the hath refpe&ted mine. Confining my- 
felf willingly to her alone, I have honoured her as the intita= 
ment of that worfhip which the author of my being requires, 
and have by her means paid that tribute which every man owes 
to his fpecies. Love beftowed her on me, and virtue hath en- 
deared her to me; fhe hath not lived in a ftate of fervitude, 
but hath entirely poffeffed the heart of her hufband; my fault 
hath made her no lefs happy than myfelf. ‘To expiate fo venal 
a crime, however, you would have had me turn liar and im- 
pofter; you would have compelled:me to profefs your fenti- 
ments, without refpeting or believing them; as if the viola- 
tor of our laws deferved to be fubje&ted to yours, you have 
offered to my choice perjury or death, and I have chofen the 
latter, for I will not deceive you. I die, then, fince it muft be 
fo; but I die worthy to revive and reanimate the body of an- 
other jut man. I die a martyr to my religion, without fear 
of changing it after death for yours. May I come again to 
the Mahometans to teach them to become humane, merciful, 
and juft: for ferving the fame God as we do, as there are not 
two Gods, you are blinded by your zeal to torment his fer- 
vants, aud are only fanguinary and cruel, becaufe you are in- 
confittenr. 

‘« You are mere children, that in your play are capable only 
of doing. mifchief to mankind. You imagine yourfelves wife, 
and you know nothing of God. Can your new-fangled tenets 
be agrecable to him, who exifts and hath been adored from all 

ternity ? How can fuch a modern people {peak of the religions 
Gg¢ eftablifhed 
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sftablifhed before them ? Ovr rites are as old as the ftars in the 
firmament: the firit rays of the fun lighted up and received: 
the homage of our fore-fathers, The great Zerdutt beheld the 
jafancy of the world; he foretold and defcribed the order of 
the univerfe: and yet yqu, ye men of yeflterday, you would fet 
yourfelves up to be our prophets, Twenty ages before Ma- 
homet, before the birth of If{mael or his father, the Magi were 
ef ancient itanding. Our facred books had given Jaw to Afia 
and the weld. while three great empires had fucceffively flou- 
rifhed and pafled away under our anceitors, before yours had 
exiflence. 

«* Such, ye prejudiced mortals, is the difference between you 
and us. You call yourfelves believers, and yon live like bar- 
barians. Your inftitutions, your laws, your religion, nay, even 
your virtues, ferve only to vex and debafe human nature. The 
cuties you preferibe are all gloomy and paintul. Such are your 
faitings, felf denial, ftripes, mutilations, and feclufion ; ye know 
not how to lay yourfelves under any obligations but fuch as 
are attended with affliGion and rettraint. You make men hate 
life, and the means of their prefervation; your women are 
without men, your lands without cultivation ; you devour the 
brute creation, and maffacre the human ; you delight in blood 
and cruelty, and by means of the twofold yoke of fanaticifna 
and defpotic power, impofe cuftonis that are deftru€tive to our 
ppecies and fhocking to nature. 

*« As tous, we are men of peace; we neither do, nor wifh, 
iil to any thing that breathes, not even to our tyrants them- 
felves: we give them, without reluétance, the fruits of our 
labour, coptented to be ufeful to them*and to difcharge our 
own duty. Qur numerous herds ftill cover your paftures; the 
trees we plant, afford you fruit and fhade; your lands, which 
we cultivate, fupply you with nourifhment by our means; a 
fimple and harmlefs people increafe and multiply under your 
oppretlion, and draw from the bofom of our common mother 
that plenty and abundance which you could not have procured 
fir vourfelves. The fue, which lights us at labour, is a wit- 
nefs of our patience and your = ; when it rifes, it finds 
us conftently employed in well-doing, and when it fets it at- 
fends us home to our families, there te prepare ourfelves for 
new labour. : 
© The trum is known only to God. If, notwithftanding 
all this, therefore, we are deceiv.d in our religion, it ts hardly 
to be belie ved that we fhall he condemned to hell; we, me 
are employed ‘only in doing good upon earth; and that you 
fhould be of the number of the ele&, and chofen of a who 
do nothing but ill. But, fuppofing we are really in an crror, 
yey 























Grey’s Debates of the Houfe of Comimons. 449 


sou ouzht to thew it fome refpect, for your own advantage. 
Our piety makes you fat, and yours makes you lean; thus 
we repair the mifchiefs which are done you by a defirubiive 
religion. Believe me, you had better let us enjoy our own 
opinions, which are fo ufeful to you; there being juft reafon 
to fear, that if we fhould adopt yours, it would prove the 
greateft evil that could happen to you.” 

To conclude, at the fame time that we admire the genius 
of this author, and compaffionate his misfortunes, we cannot 
help lamenting that he has mifapplied his talents, by employing 
them upon controverfy, which could only create him enemies, 
and fruitlefs inquiries, where human reafon, loft in wandering 
ynazes, can find no end, 
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ArT. VI. Debates of the Houfe of Commons, from the Year 1677 to 
the Year 1694. Colle&ed by the Hon. Anchitell Grey, Ef; 
avho was thirty Years Member for the Town of Derby; Chairman 
of Jeverul Committees; and decyphered Coleman’s Letters for the 
Uje of the Houfe. In Ten Vols. 800. Pr. 21. 125. 6d, 
Henry and Cave. [Concluded. ] 


HAT the revolution, effected by the prince of Orange 

was founded on neceffity, a principle in government 
which is admitted to fuperfede all other confiderations, appears 
from one faét, that the parties concerned in bringing it about, 
had not, before it took place, agreed on any one plan, but 
that of delivering themfelves from the ruin which threatened 
the liberties of their country. The contents of the volume 
now before us more ftrikingly proves the truth of this obfer- 
vation than any publication that has yet appeared. The author 
of a hiftory may indeed fpeak for the a¢tors in it, but in the 
work before us, the aétors fpeak for themfelves. 

The public is fufficiently acquainted with the fteps preceding 
the arrival of the prince of Orange, December 17, 1688, at 
London, when the members of Charles the IJd’s parliament, 
and the lord-mayor, aldermen, and fifty of the common-council, 
then affembled by his invitation, chofe Henry Powle, Efq; for 
their chairman. This meeting, for we can fcarcely call it a 
convention, came to three refolutions ; firft, to thank the prince 
of Orange; fecondly, to defire him to take upon himfelf the . 
government ; and thirdly, to fummon a convention of parlia- 
ment on the 23d of January. This convention accordingly 
met, and in every refpect preferved the forms of a parliament. 
Mr. Powle being cholen fpeaker, a letter was prefcnted to the 
allembly from the prince ; and in the volume before us, Mr. 
Garroway 
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Garroway opened the debate upon it; but the commons at 
faft agreed to the addrefs of the lords. Then followed the de- 
bate on filling up the vacancies in the houfe ; when it was or- 
dered, ‘ that the prince be defired to fend new circulary letters 
to fome places where the old ones have mifcarried.’ ‘The next 
debatein this collection happened, Monday, January 28, on the 
ftate of the nation ina grand committee. Mr. Dolben, fon to 
the archbifhop of York, on this fubje& delivers himfelf with 
much affeéted learning to thew, that there was a demife in the 
crown, and quotes Grotius and Hoffman to prove that which was 
evident tocommon fenfe, and to teftify what the principle of ne- 
ceffity rendered unavoidable, Sir George Treby {poke a great 
deal more to the purpofe upon the fame fubje&t. We fthall 
give the fpeeeh of Mr. afterwards lord Somers, on the fame 
eccafion ; the rather, becaufe we have have fo little remaining 
of that great man and minifter. 

‘ Mr. Somers.] What you do in this cafe will fatisfy the 
world abroad, if it be like other cafes. Sigifmund king of 
Sweden’s cafe is parallel to ours. King James I. (upon an 
occafion mott have heard of) protefted, “* that if his pofterity 
were not Proteftants, he: prayed’ to God to take them from 
the throne.” Sigifmund made the like imprecation. He was 
fo coafiderable as to be chofen king of Poland. After the 
crown of Sweden defcended to him, he fent to take the govern- 
ment upon him: he returned, when he had changed his reii- 
gion, and brought jefuits along with him, who were refty, and 
would difturb the government, and invade the laws, as they 
have ever done. The king prepared to force his way to the 
crown; but before they came to a battle, they entered into 
2 sreade and the king promifed to call a parliament, and that 
relicion fhould be fet tled ; but before they met, he withdrew 
to ‘the kingdom of Poland : : fo they fettled Charles VIII. upon 
that throne. Firft and lait, the matter was jefuited, to change 
religion, fubvert the government, and to withdraw from the 
kingdom. That withdrawing of Sigifmund was much lefs 
then ours. He went to the kingdom he came from ; ours has 
withdrawn to another kingdom, which has always been againft 
the intereft of England, and he canno: come out of the French 
King’s power without his confent, and all to his advantage. 
Some have taken notice of things before, and fome fince, his 
cefertion: bur the king’s going to a foreign power, and calting 
himfelf into his hands, abfolves the people from their allegi- 
ance, Fic one an SEPT to Rome, received a nuncto from 


in skola & het the bite vefinh on pith intervene with 
verament, thereby to fubjes the nation to ihe pope, as 
much 
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much as to a foreign prince. Ireland, which has coft England 
fo much treafure to reduce, and now to deliver it up to the 
Irith, to fubje& it to a foreign power! And to do things by 
fuch hands, as, by the Conftitution of the kingdom are inca- 
pable! The hands were as much out of the way as the defign 
—Juft like Sigifmund, after he had left the kingdom, to fend 
away the feal, call a parliament, and then defert the nation! ' 
—My motion is, that you will appoint a committee to draw a 
“vote upon the debate.’ 

That of Mr, Finch, afterwards created earl of Aylesford, is 
of a very different caft ; and we fhall likewife give it, becaufe 
it is evident that thofe two f{peeches contain the fundamental 
opinions: of parties with regard to the abdication of king 
James. 

‘Mr. Finch.] You have had variety of motions, and have 
well collected them. Give me leave to,examine the motions ; 
and 1 afk pardon if I differ in fome things. °*Tis moved, that, 
by aéts done by the king, he haft loft his crown that way ; by 
going away, he has abdicated the crown, and made a total 
refufal of the government. *Tis moved to vary the ftate of 
the queftion, and only for the prefent to declare the throne 
vacated. What queftion, in point of law, there is between 
** demifed, abdicated, and deferted,” the confequence can be 
but one and the fame: if it be meant ‘* vacancy in the throne,” 
and you muft fill it, and that it is devélved upon the people, 
that is, | believe, farther than gentlemen would go: I believe 
no body will urge that fo far, the conftitution of the kingdom 
and government not admitting it—If we were in the. ftate of 
nature, we fhould have little title to any of our eftates—That 
the king has loft his title to the crown, and loft his inheritance, 
is farther than any gentleman, I believe, has, or will explain 
himfelf. The provifion you will make will be but little accept- 
able to fuch a foundation. The confequence is but this; fince 
the monarchy is hereditary, be it vacated, or whatever you will 
call it, the defcent is the confequence of all. No man will 
fay the monarchy is elective, let the adminiftration be ever fo 
ill, and that the king has no more in the monarchy than the 
exercife of it. If by negle&t, or male-adminiftration, he can 
forfeit no more than is in him, then this confequence is no 
more, than that his perfonal exercife of the crown is gone ; 
but ftill it muft fubfift fomewhere. This is of the higheft con- 
fequence thar ever any debate was here, for law and religion to 
be eftablifhed fure and firm. However we may weather ir, 
pofterity may curfe our memory in after-ages, if we fail in this 
weighty matter, What to propofe is difficult. I will not go 
about to fay that what the kiog has done is any way juftifiable. 

Here 
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Here has been am atual invafion of our religion and proper. 
ties, when they did get men in to give up the whole rights of 
the kingdom. Thefe are things of a high nature, and call for 
your timely afiiftance. Confider the difficulry thar will arife 
in the confequence, to fay, that the king has made a total re- 
nunciation of the kingdom. That the king may renounce, all 
agree, that fuch renunciation muft be voluntarily and public— 
And whether fuch deiertion be an abdication ? If he has loft 
it, the monarchy will either be hereditary or elective, and here 
will be confequences. I am not of opinion that you fhould 
fend propofals to the king; it will not confift with the fecuriry 
of the nation. Suppofe the kingdom under a ftate of infancy, 
or frenzy, the fafety of the government is in the unanimous 
opinion of the nation. It is not hard to fay, that the parlia- 
ment muft provide for the adminiftration of the government, 
but to call this ** a direé& forfeiture of the crown !”—I will 
not excufe the king, and fay he can dv no*wrong ;_ but would 
avoid all doubts, and not fay, in real common parliamentary 
conftruction that the king can do no wrong, or that he has 
forfeited his crown by male-adminiftration—But fuppofe it the 
cafe of a lunatic, or infant, the nation may provide for the go- 
vernment; and were the king a perfon that took care of the 
government that he ought to have taken care of—’ 

The next fpeaker was fir Robert Howard, who roundly 
afferted, ‘ that a prince who aéts by his will, and not by the 
laws, is no king; for he aéts by power and tyranny. I have 
heard, ‘‘ that the king has his crown by divine right,” and we 
(the people) have divine right too; but he can forfeit, if he 
break that pact and covenant with his people, who have right, 
by reafon of their ele&tion, as well as inthe name of Mr. 
king—This original of power, refiftance or non-refiltance, is 
judged by the power refolved by people and king—The confti- 
tution of the government is actually grounded upon paé& and 
covenant with the people. If this be fo, what remains but 
that the king has made abdication of the government, and at 
one time has lopped off both church and ftate ? Could he have 
compaffed liberty of confcience, he would have cut off church 
and ftate at one ftroke, and fettled popery. Here has not 
been one thing unattempted to deftroy us: and if this be fo, 
‘tis my opinion that here is an abdication of the government, 
and it is devolved into the people, who are here in civil fociety 
and conftitution to fave them. And if divine right does con- 
fecrate all thefe viola.ions of our laws, ’tis ftrange!—If the 
king be of another religion from his people, and makes a com- 
binaficn with a furcign power, fhall he carry all away with 
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him to deftroy us? I am of opinion, ‘ that James II; has 
abdicated the government.” 

Before we proceed in thic review, we muft inform our 
readers, that there are on the face of this debate, evidences 
of its being imperfeétly taken ; very poflibly oecafioned by the 
vaft crowds who heard it. Suppofing that to be the cafe, itis 
furprifingly accurate, and juftly deferves the charaGer of being 
the moft important of any that ever paffed in an Englith fe~ 
nate, and much more worthy of an auguft aflembly than our 
hifiorians have reprefented it ; or if we may judge from what hap- 
pened afterwards, than that which pafled on the fame occafion ia 
the houf of peers. Ic terminated by refolving, “that king James 
had, by breaking the original contra& between king and people, 
and by the advice of jefuits and other wicked perfons, having 
violated the fundamental laws, and having withdrawn himfelé 
out of this kingdom, abdicated the government ; and, that the 
throne was thereby become vacant.” The next debate termi- 
nated in refolving to addrefs the prince of Orange to lay an 
embargo on all fhips going to France. The houfe next went 
into a grand committee upon the ftate of the nation, and a re- 
folution paffed, ‘* that it had been found, by experience, to be 
inconfiftent with the fafety and welfare of this protettant king- 
dom, to be governed by a popifh prince.” Mr. Wharton, after- 
wards lord Wharton, then propofed to fill up the throne with 
the prince and princefs of Orange; and then a debate followed, 
about limiting the power of the crown, which is very well 
worth reading ; and a refolution pafled accordingly. It is re- 
mavkable, that Mr. Pollexfen, a famous lawyer, and foon after 
lord chief juftice, in this debate had the following remarkable 
exprefions : ‘* am as much for amendment of the govern- 
ment as any man, and for repreffing the exorbitances of it; 
but the way you are in, will not fettle the government, but 
reftore king James again. -If but a noife of this goes beyond 
fea, that you are making laws to bind your prince, it will tend 
to confufion. The greateft enemy you have cannot advife 
better.” Colonel Bircli, in the fame debate, {peaking of the 
next day, viz. January the 3oth, treated it in the following 
manner: * As to the faft moved for, I know not what we 
fhould faft for—I will not call to-morrow Sunday, for I do not 
find it called fo in books: I would fit to-morrow, and I hope 
to make an end to-morrow.” Accordingly, the houfe did fit 
on the 30th of January; Dr. Sharpe preached and prayed for 
king James, and both he and Dr. Burnet who preached the 
thank{giving fermon on the next day, had the thanks of the 
houfe, and were defired to print their fermons. Little material 


happened for fome days after, excepting the famous difference 
between 
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between the two houfes.of peers and commons, about the word 
abdicate ; in which difpute, the commons had manifeftly thé 
fuperiority. The reader, who confults the debate itfelf, wilt 
perhaps think with us, that they who oppofed that word, were 
of opinion, that the order of fucceffion ought not to ceafe; in 
which cafe an eternal anarchy muft have broken in upon the 
nation. The commons, however, carried their point; and the 
word ftood. 

We cannot be of opinion with fome hiftorians, that ever 
this grammatical difpute was below the dignity of parliament in 
a matter of fo great confequence as the fettlement of a crown, 
which, as we learn from the hiftory of other nations, has been 
often affefted by verbal miftakes and omiffions. The debates 
that follow, for fome pages, though well managed, and more 
carefully taken down than thofe we have already mentioned, 
are not extremely interefting at this time. We learn, however, 
from them, that, towards the latter end of Charles the IId’s 
reign, and through the whole of that of king James, the com- 
merce of jobbing was very confiderable. The reader, perhaps, 
will have fome difficulty in believing that the account of monies 
delivered to two jobbers, Burton and Graham, by privy-feal, 
for nine preceding years, (according to the report of fir Robert | 
Howard) for fecret fervices, amounted to above a millioi 
fterling. One article, under the title of profecation by law- 
fuits, was 47,8841. exclufive of the fecret fervice money. We 
cannot better iluftrate the times we now live in, than tran- 
fcribing part of a fpeech made by one colonel Whitley, a mem- 
ber we may fuppofe of no great eminence in the houfe, wher 
the affair of fecret fervice money was depending. ‘* I know 
not, fays he, what reward others have had, but I have paid 
above 23,000 1. becaufe I was told, I voted againft the king in 
this houfe. I was one of the commiffioners to difband the 
army: I would not deliver up Chefter charter : I am a neigh- 
bour and alderman of that city. Thefe were my crimes.” 
The next debate regards the king’s revenue; and though ver- 
bofe, is of no great confequence; and on March the rft, his 
majefty fent a meflage to the houfe, to defire it to regulate the 
abufes in collecting the hearth- money, and if it was a grievance 
to the fubjeéts, he confented to take it away; which was at 
that time looked upon as one of the greateft condefcenfions 
any king of England ever fhewed to the people. Some prdac- 
tices being difcovered againft the goverment, a bill was for the 
firit time ordered in, “ to fecure and keep in cuftody all fuch 
as are committed for confpiring againft the government ; and 
that no perfon committed for treafon, or fufpicion of treafon, 


be bailed by any judge upon a habeas corpus, without confent 
of 
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of the privy-council, till the rft day of the next term.” This 
bill was voted, brought in, and committed, all in one day. 
The next debate was upon grievances in the laft reign, par- 
ticularly with regard to the illegal ele&tion of fheriffs, and the 
judgments upon the quo warranto’s of corporations, for which 
thirty people were then im cuftody, and only three of them, 
viz. Burton, Graham, and lord Jeffreys, committed upon war- 
rant, fpecifying their crimes. A motion was next made for 
printing the votes of the houfe, which paffed in the negative. 
A debate next fucceeds upon the king’s fpeech. ‘Then followed 
a bill for making void lord Ruffel’s attatnder, in which’ Mr. 
Finch, who had been concerned in his profecution, endeavoured 
to vindicate his own condu, but was ridiculed by the houfe, The 
reverfal of colonel Sidney’s attainder was next moved for, and 
two debates about the revenue and the king’s fpeech fucceed. 
After this, amongft other matters, 1,200,000]. a year were 
fettled upon their majetties, for the conftant neceflary charge 
of fupporting,the crown (in time of peace.) After this fucceed 
fome private affairs, which are fcarcely adequate to the dignity 
of parliament, and then many long and very important debates 
upon oaths; in which it is plain that the houfe of peers, and 
a great part of thofe who affected to be thought the moderate 
party in the houfe of commons, were very tender of thé con- 
fciences of the clergy, particularly the bifhops, in obliging them 
to {wear to the eftablifhed government, A bill for this pur- 
pofe, granting a difcretionary, or, as it was called, a difpenfing 
power, in the crown, was fent down from the lords, which the 
commons, who knew the ftate of parties much better than 
their lordthips did, did not chufe to pafs. Upon this, feveral 
conferences were held between the two houfes. The earls of 
Nottingham and Pembroke, with Burnet, bifhop of Salilbury, 
and Compton, bifhop of London, were the chief managers on 
the part of the lords, and fir George Treby, fir Henry Good- 
rick, fir Thomas Lee, Mr. Somers, and others, managed for 
the commons, who carried their point, and had by far the beft 
of the argument. 

On the 8th of May was read for the third time a bill for 
eftablithing the articles prefented by the lords and commons to 
their majetties, and for fettlingthecrown, ‘This was a matter 
‘of very high importance. Mr. Godolphin, who afterwards 
made fo-great a figure at the head of a whig-adminiftration, 
upon this bill fpoke as follows : 

‘ Mr. Godolphin.] After the limitation, in the firft place, 
upon the king, queen, and her heirs, and princefs Anne, &c. 
when this limitation is fpent, where will you go next ? Where 
Mall the crown devolve, all thefe dying without ifue? There- 
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fore I humbly offer this provifo: ‘ Provided always, and he if 
hereby declared, That nothing in this a& is intended to be 
drawn into example, or confequence, hereafter, to prejudice 
the right of any proteftant prince, or princefs *, in their here- 
ditary fucceffion to the imperial crown of thefe realms.” 

Mr. Godolphin, by bringing this provifo in,. afforded greaé 
matter of party-obloguy, as if he had a concealed kindnefs for 
the exiled family of Stuart; acharge which has been warmly’ 
urged even againft his memory. In fupporting his motion, he 
was plainly accufed of being an agent for fome foreign minifter. 
He vindicated himfelf from this charge with great vivacity ; 
** that the monarchy, faid he, might be looked upon as he- 
reditary, and not elective, was my motive to bring in the pro- 
vifo.” Inthe debate, his fiiend Mr. Somers oppofed him, but 
with great decency, and the provifo was rejected. After this, 
two members, fir Henry Monfon, and lord Fanfhaw, very fairly 
and frankly difqualified themfelves from being members of the 
houfe, by refufing to take the oaths to the government. It 
would take up too much of our room to give extraéts from 
the excellent and accurate debates that are to be found in this 
volume upon the indemnity bill. We, however, in a particular 
manner recommend them to our readers, as they contain many 
important circun.ftances, which deferve a much better title than 
anecdotes ; becaufe they are delivered from the beft authorities, 
the mouths of living agents. The reprefentation of the arbi- 
trary proceedings of Charles and James the IJId, as recorded 
by hiftorians, are but weak, when compared with the accounts 
given at the bar of the houfe of commons by fir Robert At- 
kins, and the other judges, who were difplaced from the bench 
for not agreeing to the difpenfing power of the king. The 
ftate of public affairs was at this time fo extremely ticklith, 
that even the elder Hamden moved for a temporary fufpenfion 
of the habeas corpus a&t; the very mention of which ftruck 
fome of the greateft patriots in England with horror; but after 
a fair debate, the bill paffed 426 to 83. 

The houfe then went into fome debates about the affairs of 
Ireland, which are not now material ; and then refumed the 
indemnity-act, which we have already.mentioned. The mode- 
ration with which this and all other debdates pafied, after the 
moft flagrant acts of arbitrary power were difcovered and 
proved, demonftrate, if not the wifdom of the government at 
that time, atleaft the ftate: of parties, which was fo balanced, 
that neither could carry a violent meafure againit the other. 
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We fhall but juft mention the -proceedings upon the lords 
amendment of the bill of fucceffion; upon the Irifh mifcar- 
riages, the impeachment of fir Adam Blair, who was a very 
obnoxious agent for king James, and other matters of very 
great importance, which we are forry we have no room to {pe- 
cify. In juftice however to the work, we muft declare, that 
this volume may be juttly teimed, Elements of revolutiona) 
knowledge. In the debates upon the exceptions to the att of 
indemnity, the reader will be amazed at the lengths which fome 
great men, who were afterwards unqueftioned, and held for 
good fubjeéts, went, in fupport of arbitrary power. On the 
6th of November, fir Edward Seymour was ordered to prefent 
an addrefs to the king, to iffue a proclamation for the appre- 
hending colonel Ludlow, who ittood attainted of high treafon. 
Upon this, the editor of the debates has the following note : 
«* Sir Edward Seymour was particularly zealous againft Lud- 
low, on account of his having a grant of the general’s for- 
feited eftate in Wiltthire.” The inferting this note ought to 
be a caution to’editors of every denomination, not to follow unau- 
thenticated hiftory. Mr. Guthrie, in his Peerage, under the 
article of Seymour duke of Somerfet, has unanfwerably proved 
the falfhood of what is inferted in this note, from the papers 
and records of the Somerfet family ; and that fir Edward Sey- 
mour never had a fhilling of any eftate belonging to Ludlow. 
By the debates before us, fir Edward Seymour did not even 
make the motion againft Ludlow ; for it was made by fir Jofeph 
Tridenham. Seymour is filent during the whole debate; whigs 
as well as tories were zealous for the motion; the king agreed 
to it without hefitation,and a very proper conititutional motion 
it was. We have no partiality for the memory of fir Edward 
Seymour, which is honoured by his being employed in pre- 
fenting fuch an addrefs ; but we are concerned for the truth of 
hiftory, and enemies to vulgar prejudices. 

After many pages fpent on attaching lord chancellor Jeffreys, 
the fupply, the ftate of Ireland, that of the nation, and other 
public matters, we find captain Churchill, of the Pendennis 
man of war, brother to the great duke of Marlborough, cen- 
fured for extorting convoy-money from the owners of fhips. 
This appears, in the courfe of the debate, to have been a moft 
pitiful, fcandalous practice, not peculiar to the captain, but 
common to all the other officers of the navy ; and indeed, it 
gives us a moft defpicable idea of the naval difcipline of thofe 
times. The captain was committed to the Tower, but foon 
after releafed upon his petition. The remaining part of the 
debates of this volume contains a noble piece of juftice done 
upon one of the bufieft members of the houfe, fir Robert 
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Sawyer, who was expeiled for having, while he was attorney- 
general, prayed that execution fhould be awarded againft fir 
Thomas Armftrong. 

Upon the whole, we cannot conclude our review of this vo- 
lume, without obferving, that heats and fa€tions, diftrufts and 
jealoufies, even of the moft important kind, were far from 
being abolifhed by the Revolution taking place. However una- 
nimous the nation was in bringing in king William, faGtions 
ftill fubfifted in the houfe of commons, to a degree that does 
no honour to the hiftory of thofe times. 

In the year 168g, which opens the debates of the tenth and 
Jaft volume of this work, fir John Trevor was chofen fpeaker 
of the houfe of commons; and the firft bufinefs they went 
upon, as ufual, was money, which fir Edward Seymour, who 
feems by this time to have been a good deal ruffled by the go- 
vernment, was by no means fond of granting. The whigs 
were inclined to fettle a revenue the fame as in the reign of 
James II. upon which the following debate paffed, in which fir 
John Lowther, vice-chamberlain to his majefty, feems to have 
taken the lead ; and we infert it the rather, as it points out 
the real abfurdity of parties: for here we perceive the whigs 
fpeaking like tories, for the honour and independency of the 
crown, and the tories like whigs, againft the poffible abufe of 
power by too much liberality, which might make parliaments 
ufelefs. 

‘ Thurfday, March 27. 
In a Grand Committee, on the fupply. 

Mr. Hampden, chancellor of the exchequer, in the chair. 

‘ Sir John Lowther.] It was your refolution yefterday to go 
to-day into a grand committee, to confider of fupply. The 
firft paragraph of the king’s fpeech is about * fettling the re- 
venue,” and it is to that I ftand up to move you. For refcu- 
ing you from arbitrary government, and reftoring you to your 
religion and laws, the king has done his part ; there remains 
our part to be done. ‘The reducing Ireland is a great work to 
be done; the king is willing.te go thither in perfon, to make 
your charge eafy; and I hope the king’s return will be viéto- 
rious and fpeedy : and when he does expofe his perfon, and we 
are 4t our eafe at home, for exprefling our gratitude I move 
you * to fettle the revenue on king William and queen Mary 
for their lives.” 

‘ Serjeant Maynard.] If the king be neceffitous, he will have 
neceffitous counfellors about him. The revenue of the crown- 
land is all gone, it is alienated from him ; he can have nothing 
from his land, but from parliament. The queftion is, what and 
for how long you will give him? A king in want can never be 
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Riuniet. As for the revenue, I would not have it too much—-= 
Confider guantum, sgeraned ‘a quamdiu. move, ‘* That it may 
be fettled for three years.” As king of England, if: al!\were 
quiet, I would have it for life ; that the king may be: a free 
holder as well as we. As for the relief of Ireland, that isa 
diftin& confideration by itfelf. | 

‘ Sir John Thompfon.] You cannot put the queftion; ¢ for 
fettling the revenue for life,’ without leave from the houfe; 
The order is, “* to confider about fupply.” 

‘ Sir Thomas Lee.] I always thought, that they that gave 
the crown of England ‘* a revenue,” gave ‘* fupply.” I fpeak 
only to order. I think ** the matter of the revenue” is the 
only debate before you. 

‘ Sir Chriftopher Mufgrave.] I think you cannot put that 
queftion ; before you come to that, you muft go to the particular 
parts of the revenue; you muft tell us what you mean by 
“‘ revenue.” As for the excile, part of it is hereditary ; it was 
fo, and I know not what has made it otherwife. Before you 
put the queftion, I would know whether all the cuftoms and 
excife be complicated in the queftion. Would you have all the 
revenue for years turned into lives? Firft, confider whether 
any part be hereditary, and whether you will make it all fo; 
when that is ordered, then confider the fupply. The firit 
queftion is, ‘* whether a fupply fhall be granted ;” and then the 
houfe may be moved for a bill. 

‘Mr. Paul Foley.] What you are now debating is. of vaft 
confequence tous, and England, forever. 1 would know what 
the revenue is, and what it is likely to prove, and not to fetttle 
a revenue for life, as is neceflary in war, but in time of peace. 
When Charles II. returned, it was generally agreed, that 
1,200,000 |. per annum, was a fufficient revenue to fupport the 
government ; in the next parliament, it was not pretended that - 
more was requifite, but that, the revenue came not up to fo 
much. I know not what the revenue is now ; but I have 
heard, that in Charles IIl’s time, it was two millions, and more 
in king James’s time ; therefore I would have you confider, and 
it is worth your while to confider: if you fettle fuch a revenue, 
as that the king fhould have no need of a parliament, I think 
we do not our duty to them that fent us hither. Therefore I 
would know what the revenue is. 

‘ Sir Edmund Jennings.] I remember the method in king 
James’s parliament, and why now we fhould take other prece- 
dents, I know not. If you'defire to preferve the chirch and 
itate, will you not fettle fuch a revenue as will do it, and why 
is not this king to be trufted as well as king James. Either we 
fhall run back to popery and flavery on the one hand, or anar- 
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chy on the other. What will neighbowring princes fay, if we 
do not do by this prince, as we have done by the former? I 
doubt we fhall find ill effe&ts afterwards. I have no court- 
employments to expec or lofe, only I would fave religion and 
property : therefore fettle the revenue upon this king, as upon 
king James. 

«Sir Robert Cotton.] We cannot anfwer the king’s ends, 
without doing as is moved, You mutt fettle a fund, and you 
muft diftinguith the hereditary revenue, and afund. IJ would 
exprefs my gratitude to the king, but there muft be fome cer- 
tain numter of years to have a fund. 

‘Mr. Hutchinfon.] You have been moved “ to fettle a re- 
venue upon this king, as upon king James.” I would know 
whether that had fo good effeét, as to fettle it fo now, and 
whether fo extravagant a grant can be good either for a good 
or a bad prince ? If you gave this revenue to a bad prince, you 
cannot now decently take it away; if you give it to a good 
prince, he may be thrifty, and may have a bank, and may 
prefome upon it to deftroy our liberties. If a prince be pro 
digal, he is more fafe than if thrifty ; but it is an odd fort of 
fafery, and to be given to penfioners to betray their trait. J 
would have the revenue known. As for the prefent fupply, I 
would know that now, and confider it. 

‘ Mr. Pejham.] You are told ** that the revenue came to two 
millions in king Charles’s and king James’s time ;” but, as to 
what is faid of the ill effects of it in king James’s time, none of 
that mifchief came by that revenue, but upon what was given 
him afterwards, which enabled him to raife his army, and 
biing in popery. 

€ Sir Jofeph Williamfon.}] By complication of feveral parts, 
the queftion becomes more difficult. The fcope of the king’s 
fpeech being fupply, that is properly before you ; but as to the 
other language of it, of fettling a revenue fora fupply, you 
muft think well upon it before you come to a refolution. In 
matter of fupply, the queftion is not ftri€lly held to it by firft- 
ing, feconding, and thirding it, but it is to be opened, fo as 
ireely to give a judgment, whether we can make the one or the 
other. ‘Till it can be fhowed, that fettling the revenue is the 
fupply, £ cannot come up to the queftion. A fupply is necef- 
fary ; we cannot fit here elfe. A revenue, for the king to live 
with honour and comfort upon, every body is for, fo as to pro- 
vide for the monarchy, in whofe hands foever it is, that parlia- 
ments may be frequent. ‘There are fome alive, that know all, 
and have felt, that, when princes have not needed money, they 
have not needed us, 1 have feen princes undone by thofe me- 

thods, that they have been made believe would eftablifh. them. 
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1 drive at this: will gentlemen fhow us what part of the re- 
venue is a fund to fupply the prefent necellity practicable and 
effeGtual? In this cafe, wherein all our fafeties are at ftake, 
that that fhould be given for money which is none !—J have 
heard fay, ‘‘ there is a great revenue, 1,200,0001. a year.” I 
would afk, what can be taken up upon that uncertain revenue? 
For that point fo to give, that we may be ftill called to give 
This way will be to anticipate the revenue For the 
prefling occafions, if there can be laid down a fund for the 
prefent neceflity to be anticipated, it will be a guard ftill for a 
parliament. I would give fuch a fupply as to profecute the 
war with fpeed and vigour; and 1 leave the confideration of it 
to other perfons. 

‘ Mr. Harbord.} ‘* To fupply the king” will be without con- 
tradiftion ; therefore I would put that queftion. 

‘ Sir Chriftopher Mufgrave. ] You-tell us,‘ that a queftion for 
fupply will anfwer the firft article of the king’s fpeech.” But 
I would have it anfwer the fecond article, “ upon the revenue.” 
I fuppofe it has been confidered, that the revenue maft be a 
fund; therefore I would have it ; for with the revenue [there 
muit be] a fecurity. I would have the way prefcribed, before 
you can do the thing. The king is of opinion, that it may be 
2 fund; therefore I would have that queflion. 

‘ Sir John Lowther.) ’Tis my private opinion, that, for the 
prefent, the revenue may fupply the prefent occafion, by fecu- 
sity ; but God forbid you fhould confine yourfelves, now you 
are in a war! The king defires this teftimony of your affec- 
tions for all he has done for us. As for the revenue, he can- 
not live without it; but for fupply for thefe wars, I hope you 
will not confine yourfelves. After you have voted a fupply, 
you may then take into confideration the fuad of credit, and 
you may make this addition for both their lives, and for fo 
many years after as to be a fund of credit. 1 am no lawyer, 
but believe it maybe done. 

‘ Mr. Foley.] 1 cannot fay any thing, till we know what the 
revenue is, nor till we have an account of what has been fpent 
of what we have already given., In three fourths of a year, 
the treafury has received 1,500,000 1. befides what we gave ; 
fix millions were received laft year and this. Now, what ac- 
count have we of all this ? Therefore 1 would give no fupply 
till an account be firft brought tous. I do not think that a 
good argument to give, becaufe the king goes into Ireland ; 
nor convenient for the king to have an exchequer full, if the 
king goes into Ireland. I would give this king money, but not 
by a rule, becaufe we have given other kings. I ftand upon it, 
to have more reafon from the accounts before we give fupply. 
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‘ Sir Henry Goodrick.] If gentlemen come not prepared to’ 
fupport the monarchy, and eftablith good underftanding—But 
when the king fays, ‘* he has that confidence in this houfe,” I 
fee no difficulty but that every man is prepared in his thoughts. 
You are upon the queftion of * fettling the revenue.” ’Tis 
that the king tets his heart upon. You may know what the 
revenue is, and then you may confider the fund: your fecond 
quettion fettles not that, unlefs by way of implication. 

‘ Sir Edward Seymour. ] Your motion for fupply is by order; 
your debates are on feveral things; of fupply, and the revenue ; 
and that is part of the fupply. ».When I confider we are come 
fo lately from giving money in one parliament, I wonder how 
we come to leap into that now, unlefs you make one parlia- 
ment to vye with another ad infinitum ; but if this continue, 
you will make the minifters independent, We that have placed 
the king on the throne, are thofe that will keep him in it. I 
have always feen it here, that hafty refolutions in parliament 
never produced good confequences for England: We are told 
of former kings who had this revenue, that from fuch_ eafy 
conceflions came our miferies ; and feeing we are fo well re- 
deemed from them, Jet us prevent them for the future. The 
fafeft refults are from hence, rather than from abroad. To 
fettle the revenue muft be a work. of time, and not to be in 
that inequality, ufelefs in war, and not ufeful in time of peace. 
Had you not time: little enough laft parliament to confider it, 
and will you do it in lefs now ? You will make things preca- 
rious. We fhall make an ill bargain, to fupport the church to 
deftroy the tate, and the couftitution of that muft fupport us. 
Let us come to that point of the revenue that is for life, to 
enable the king to carry on the war. If for fecurity, I would 
confider how much is neceffary to carry cn the war, and then 
to have the ‘power in your own hands ; you that have the 
game in your hands, to put-it inte thofe hands that played for 
king James, that now play for king William! As this the laft 
parliament, fo another governs this. ‘The white horfe rides 
one itage, the black another. .Can the properties of England be 
fafe, when you yourfelves are made properties ? As for the ree 
venue, L would leave it like wife’ men, not’ like a horfe in the 
mire. Have-your allies left you, becaufe you did only fettle it 
for one year? Now you -have done like. wife men, I would 
Jeave the ftate-trap of the revenue behind you. 

‘ Sir Henry Goodrick.] Let us come toan end of our ftage, 
If you muft have neither * black horfe nor white for our 
ftage,” muft we ride upon an afs-? And if we do not fupply 
the king, we fhall ride an afs. You fettle it only. for the lives 
of yaur deliverers. 
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© Sir John Lowther.] I am fenfible of the mifcarriages, and 
whilft there are governments, there will be mifcarriages, whilit 
men are men. I would be glad to fee men help, and not em. 
broil. I would not willingly inflame this matter: I would with 
all content retire to my cottage, from my part of employment, 
rather than live always in fuch diffiidence that I muit be armed 
with head-piece and buff-coat. The chimney-money ad, and 
that of navigation, were great conceflions—With what pleafure 
can our prince expofe himfelf to an unhealthy country, to fub- 
je& his minifters to refleions ! What can man do in this cafe ? 
Since Iam morally affured, therecan be no prefervation of the 
proteftant religion, not one fpot of ground, not one {pot of 
Mey free from popery, not-only this nation is the fecurity of 

» but this prince; and when once this fingle perfon thall be 
ne Baal it is not all the world can fecure it. If they hear 
fome few mouths that refle& upon him and his government, 
how can he fupport us? I hope there is no weight in it. 
Similies, without explaining, fignify: nothing without a mean- 
ing. I hope his government will not be refleéted on in this 
houfe. 

‘ Sir Edward Seymour.] I appeal if I refle&ted .on the inte- 
grity of that gentleman (Lowther), or the fufficiency of this 
{Goodrick ), ?, J care neither for ,** the neighing of the horfe,” 
nor ‘* the braying of the afs.”. The fafety of England will be 
better fupported ete, than by any other hands, This will ap- 
pear bythe change his majefty has. made of hiscounfellors, If 
we may not here deliver our advice, certainly that is a very evil 
one. 

‘ Mr. Finch.] You have one queftion framed, * to bring i in 
_a bill for the revenue ;” the other, ‘‘ for a fund of fupply, and 
the revenue to be fecurity for it.” "Before you put the queftion, 
there is fomething abfolutely neceflary for you to declare, viz. 
as you goon fo fettle the revenue, for the honour of the king, 
not to pafs by onc thing in relation to the hereditary revenue. 
1 remember. the progrels that; queftion had in this houfe laft 
parliament : jt was.a:queition, what did fubfitt, and what not’? 
They were filent in that; they'went only upon that for life. 
The next thing was a bill to authorize the collection of it for.a 
definitive time,, .In that bill there was.a,claufe, ‘ that the re- 
venue be collefted for one year, and no longer :” and it was 
taken notice of, that the word, ** no longer” would determine 
the revenue; and, that the crown bad no fubfiftence, was a quei- 
tion, whether it had any or no,?. Still that point remains unde- 
termined ; and will you leave that to be a queftion ftill ? You 
fee that queftion left undecided.; it is ftill one, whether it was 


hereditary in king Charles’s or king James’s time, and if that 
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revenue be vefted in king and queen, in right of the crown of 
the realm, then it will be feen, that, though new perfons are on 
the throne, the antient monarchy is ftill on the throne. 

‘Mr. Ettrick.] As for what is faid of ‘‘ the uncertainty of a 
fund for life,” you may have a claufe for credit, in cafe the king 
and queen die before the debt is paid. I am forry to hear it 
talked, as if we had not minded our condition fince we changed 
our king. If we had a popifh king, I thould be more careful 
than under the king I am. 1 cannot, in juftice and gratitude, 
do Jefs for him than for his predecefiors. In king Charles I’s 
time, the not fettling the revenue upon him for life drew on us 
all the mifthiefs that followed. 

‘[ Refolved, That it is the opinion of this committee, That a 
fupply be giver to their majefties, to enable his majefty to pro- 
fecute the war againft France, and for reducing of freland with 
‘peed and vigour. Which was agreed to by the houft, Nez. 
con: | 

The houfe then proceeded, after fettling the matter of fupply, 
to reverfe the judgments upon the quo warrantos. On the gth 
of April an ingroffed bill from the lords for recognizing king 
William and queen Mary, and for avoiding all queftions touch- 
ing the aéts made in the parliament affembled at Weftminfter 
the 13th of February, 1688, was read the fecond time. ‘This 
was a bill of great expe“tation, and had occafioned vaft debates, 
and a ftrong proteft in the houfe of lords. Sommers was then 
folicitor- general, and acquired immortal honour by the abilities 
‘he difcovered in this debate, and it was chiefly owing to him 
that, to the amazement of the world, it went through the houfe 
of commons in two days time, 

After that followed a debate upon the forfeitures of unquali- 

‘fied perfons, another for reverfing the judgment againft the city 
of London, and other debates about abjuring the late king James. 
‘The laft produced a very fine dekate, and, after being canvafled 
with great freedom and accuracy, the bill was rejected by a ma- 
jority of 192 to 165. After this follow fome perfonal debates 
of no great confequence, and one, which we may call tempora- 
ry, to fettle a regency during the king’s abfence, a matter 
which is now fixed and underftood. All that we can fay as to 
thefe debates is, that-aremarkable coldnefS with regard to the 
king appears through them all, and fuch as could fcarcely be 
expected after the recent deliverance he had brought to the na- 
tion. After this, upon a long debate, in which the marquis of 
Carmarthen, afterwards duke of Leeds, and the earl of Bath, 
were very freely treated, it was refolved, ‘ That a committee 
be appointed to enquire into the lifting, affembling, and exer- 
cifing papiits, and other difaffe&ed perfons, in arms, in feveral 
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counties in the kingdom, without their majefties commiffion.’ 
We mention thofe matters the rather, becaufe, important as 
they are, little or no notice is taken of them in the hiltories of 
the times. Next follows a debate upon the poll-aét, which is 
now of very little confequence. 

On the 8th of September, 1690, the houfe again met, and 
was prorogued to Oftober the 2d; when it met; but Mr. Grey, 
the compiler, being abfent all that feffion, the vacancy is fup- 
plied from the journals. On the 7th of November, 1691, Mr. 
Grey’s debates are refumed, and begin with a very curious one 
on the mifcarriages of the fleet, in which admiral Ruffel was pret- 
ty feverely handled by Sir Thomas Clarges and other members, 
Here, likewife, the reader will find many very important par- 
ticulars, without the knowledge of which the printed hiftories 
of this perplexed period are abfolutely unintelligible. In read- 
ing the debates on thefe fubjeéts, one is fometimes tempted to 
think himfelf carried back to fome of the moft unwarrantable 
periods of the Stuart reigns. On the 18th of November an 
excellent engroffed bill for regulating of trials in cafes of treafon, 
was read a third time, which produced very fine fpeeches from 
Mr. Finch and Mr. attorney Treby; the former for, the latter 
againft it, but the bill paffed, and is now a noble acquifition 
to the fafety of the fubje&. ' After this fome debates paffed 
about public accounts; but it is fomewhat furprizing that we 
fhould in this reign meet with a debate, and a very, interefting 
‘one too, on money for fecret fervice to parliament men, and 
that we perceive it terminated in nothing. After this we meet 
with the infamous evidence of Fuller the impoftor ; and confi- 
dering not only the improbability but the incredibility of it, it 
is amazing that fuch a fellow had even fome advocates in the 
houfe, and found means to employ its attention for fome time, 
After this, debates happened on the lords amendments to the 
bill for the regulation of trials in cafes of treafon. Thofe de- 
‘bates contain a great deal of conftitutional knowledge. On the 
-12th of December, after a {mall confideration, rather than de- 
bate, the following very remarkable refolution paffed, ‘* Nemine 
contradicente, That the falaries, fees, and perquifites, of. all 
‘officers under the crown, (excepting the {fpeaker of the houfe of 
‘commons, the judges, the lords commiflioners of the great feal, 
[foreign minifters] and commiffion-officers ferving in the fleet 
and army) exceeding 50@1. per ann. fhall be applied to the ufe 
of the war.” Onthe 24th of February the parliament adjourn- 
ed, and did not meet till the 4th of November. In the mean 
time the French received the great defeat by fea at La Hogue, 
which produced the thanks of the houfe of commons, Novem, 
ber the 11th, 1692, to admiral Ruffel; notwithftanding which, 
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it is plain by the debates before us, that gentlemen were greatly 
diffatisfied with the conduct of the navy; upon which, fir John 
Athley, who had a confiderable command in it, was ordered 
to attend the boufe to account for the reafons why that great 
.vidtory was not more effectually profecuted than it was. This 
he did, and came off with great honour. : 

Whatever high opinion the public very juftly entertains of 
king William, and the benefits the nation received from him, it 
is certain that never was there a time, in which public economy 
was lefs confulted thanin his reign. The reafon was plain, the 
humbling the power of France was the ruling paflion of his 
life, and operated fo ftrongly, that he had very little regard for 
parties, farther than as they aflifted him in this great purpofe. 
Though he himfelf was by nature frugal, yet his minifters 
committed moft infamous abules in the management of public 
money ; and never were the public offices filled up with fuch 
harpies as in hisreign. Itis true, many attempts were made to 
obtain juftice to the public ; but it is as true, that they were all 
fruftrated, by the fecret management of thofe, who feem to 
be moft eager for them, and who knew how averfe the king 
was to any enquiries that might interfere with, or retard his fa- 
vourite purpofe. 

Thofe abufes were conneéted with others, particularly an 
exceffive partiality to foreign, inftead of Englith, officers. This 
produced, on the z1ft.of November, one of the moft {pirited 
debates that ever paffed in the houfe-of commons, im which, fir 
Edward Seymour, the head of the ‘tory- party in the houfe of 
commons, with no great confiftency of character, took the part 
of the foreign officers. In the courfe of this debate, in which 
it was moved, ‘‘ that none but natives fhould command Eng- 
lifhmen ;” count Solmes, who was once king William’s favourite 
general, appeared, in a very odious light, to have been no 
friend to Englifh foldiers; and general ‘'almath feems to have 
been the favourite of the army. It appears likewife, that the 
lofs of the battle of ‘Steenkirk was owing to the Dutch gene- 
rals, who bafely facrificed the Englith. j 

It is matter of aftonifhment, ‘that all mention of this very 
important debate, which fhews in what a miferable fituation the 
Englifh army was in, under Datch officers, is omitted: in the 
journals of the houfe. It poffibly is owing not only: to that 
omiffion, but to other very unjuftifiable caufes, that this matter 

has been moft fcandaloufly mifreprefented in hiltoty. After dif- 
patching the affairs of the army, thofe of the navy were de- 

‘bated in a grand committee ; and here a moft wretched fcene 

of mifmanagement is opened; for though the French were de- 

feated inthe great fea-fight of La Hogue, ‘they, faid fir Thomas 
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Clarges, covered all our: feas, and we were furrounded, and 
we loft 1500 fhips ; three millions ftock of the nation was loft 
for want of guarding the fea.” In this debate, as well as the 
former, continental meafures are made very free with. The 
refult- was, though not entered: in the journal, a refolution, 
«¢ that his majefty be humbly advifed to conftitute commiffioners 
of the admiralty, perfons of known experience in rhe admi- 
ralty-affars.” Some debates follow, which are extremly curious 
and interefting, but not colle&ed by Mr. Grey. 

On Monday November the 13th, 1693, Mr. Grey refumes 
the compilation of thofe debates ; and a remarkable one hap- 
pens’on the meeting of the parliament upon the king’s fpeech. 
After this, many fcenes of admiralty-mifmanagement were open- 
ed. We next have a debate upon the very remarkable cafe of 
lord: Falkland, who was cenfured afterwards, and fent to the 
Tower, for difpofing of 40001. which king William thought 
was his own private perquifite, of admiralty-money ; there be- 
ing then no lord high-admiral; and lord Falkland being firft 
commiflioner. On the 16th of December, the earl of Bella- 
mont brought in articles of impeachment for high-treafon 
againft lord Coningfby, one of the lords-juftices of Ireland, and 
fit Charles Porter, who was lord-chancellor of that kingdom. , 
The reader will find the refult of thofe charges in our common 
pritited hiftories. On the 26thof January, a debate happened 
on the king’s rejeGing a bill for frequent parliaments; upon 
which the following very extraordinary refolution paffed ; * that 
it is the opinion of this committee, that whoever advifed the 
king not to give the royal affent to the aé& touching free and im- 
partial proceedings in parliament, which was to redrefs a griev- 
ance; and take off a fcandal upon the proceedings of the 
commons in parliament, is an enemy to their majefties and the 
kingdom.” We have given this quotation, fully to prove that 
the exercife of the moit ‘undoubted prerogative in a king of 
England may be dangerous to his minifters. 

Having thus completed our review of this very intercfting 
work, we cannot omit again recommending it to the notice and 
perufal of that part ofthe public whofe fituations call upon them 
‘to be inftru&ed in parliamentary knowledge. At the fame time 
‘we cannot help exprefling fomeé apprehenfion, that fation ma 
fome time or other make extracts from this work, to the preju- 
dice of that deference which ought to be paid to regulated go- 
vernment. Modern experiments have proved, that the moft 
deadly poifons have falutary effects; and it is no new obferva- 
tion, that the moft pernicious confequences haye been drawn 
from the beft compofitions, 
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Art. VII. The Life of Dr. Nicholas Ridley, fometime Bifbop of 
London: /hewing the Plan and Progre/s of the Reformation. In 
which he was a principal infirument, and fuffered Martyrdom for 
it in the Reign of Queen Mary. By the. Rev. Glocefter Ridley, 

LL. B. Quarto, Pro ih 15. fewed, Whifton. 


S critical reviewers we avow our deteftation of the too 
common practice of new vamping former publications, 
to procure fubfcriptions, and pick the pockets of the public ; 
but we cannot help expreffing our fatisfaction at feeing the nu- 
merous and refpectable lift of fubfcribers, which is prefixed to 
a work, like this, peculiarly feafonable at a junéture, when 
infidelity and enthufiafm feem to contend for the venerable 
fpoils of our church. ‘There is a particular propriety arifing 
from a fimilitude of parts, in this author’s attempting to write 
the life of his namefake; both of them are warm, able, advo- 
cates for the caufe they undertake, without paffion or fophiftry, 
Dr. Ridley, without offering violence to the manes of Cranmer, 
was the moft confiftent of all the martyrs for the Englifh re- 
formation, which he fupported at once with vigour and can- 
dour ; and his biographer has taken an opportunity, in the hif- 
tory of that good prelate’s life, to introduce a moft rational 
review, both of the hiftorical and doétrinal parts of our reli- 
gion, as cleared from the errors and fopperies of popery. This 
is a method, which at certain periods has an excellent effe& 
wpon the mind, that has no other obje& of fearch, but truth; 
for her voice will be heard when length of time wears out the 
language of prepoffeffion and prejudice. 

Mr. Ridley begins his work by informing us, that Dr. Ni- 
cholas Ridley was born in the beginning of the 16th century, 
in Tynedale, near the Scotch borders, in Northumberland ; 
and by the report of his countryman and fellow-collegian Dr. 
Turner, at Wilmontfwick. His father. was the third fon of a 
very ancient family feated in thofe parts. His fecond fon was 
John, father to Dr. Lancelot Ridley, preacher in the church of 
Canterbury; and a fourth fon was Dr. Robert Ridley, a cele- 
brated divine and canonilt in the reign of King Henry the 
Villth. To this laft gentleman our prelate was indebted, for 
the greateft part of his education, and for being removed from 
fchool at Newcaftle upon Tyne, to Pembroke Hall in Cam- 
bridge, about the year 1518. Our author takes occafion from 
that chafm in public life, which a young man’s clofe appli- 
cation to ftudy muft introduce, to give us a view of the pope’s 
deminion in England, at the time of the reformation. This 
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he does in fo perfpicuous a manner as to fhew the neceffity of 
that meafure. 

‘ The foundation of the pope’s dominion here was laid in the 
exemption of ecclefiafticks from the jurifdi&tion of the civil ma- 
giftrate, and making them amenable to him only *.- Pre- 
lates, cardinals, abbots, priors, monks, friers, with the infe- 
rior orders of fubdeacons, facrifts, exorcifts, fextons, and por- 
ters, raifed a prodigious army, all engaged to defend and ex. 
tend that power, by which they were proteéted from the civil 
fword. And this immunity was clamed not only for ecclefiaf- 
tical perfons; the fame was challenged for ecclefiaftical edifices 
alfo, which were fanétuaries to robbers and cut-throats, who fled 
thither for protection. Such numbers were by feveral means 
privileged, that Henry VILE. complained, that he was ‘ King of 
only half his fubjedts.’ 

‘ Nor was the pope’s empire in England confined within thefe 
limits; it extended itfelf even over all the laity, by means of 
the legate’s court, to which, for herefy, or the fufpicion of it, 
and all other fpiritual caufes, laymen, as well clerks, were fub- 
ject. And the dread of vexatious profecutions there, cofts, 
fines, tortures, and burning to death, were fuch effe€tual arts to 
keep the people in awe, that few had courage to ftruggle 
againit the tyranny. 

The inconveniences however were fo feverely felt, that they 
occafioned an a&t of parliament in the fourth year of Henry 
VIII. that all perfons hereafter committing murder or felony 
in any church, or chapel, or in the king’s high-way, or thofe 
who fhould rob or murder any perfon in his houfe, fhould not 
be admitted to the benefit of the clergy. Yet this a& prefum- 
ed not to meddle with thofe who were within the holy orders 
of bifhop, prieft, or deacon; nor durit venture further than 
for a year, by wayof trial. The clergy were exafperated, and 





te) 


* « This clame owed its rife to a law of the emperor Valenti- 
nian about 368, impowering the bifhop of Rome to examine 
and judge other bifhops, that religious and ecclefiaftical difputes 
might not be decided by profane or fecular judges, but by a 
pontiff of the fame religion, and his collegues. Cod. Theod. ap. 
p. 80. Some think this power was provincial only, within the 
limits of the bifhop of Rome’s jurifdi€ion, the fuburbicarian 
provinces. Blondel Prim. p. 165. Others, only temporary ; 
and that it extended no further than to thofe bifhops alone, who 
were concerned in that fchifm, as the law was. enaéted to fet- 
tle the church fhaken by that coutention betwixt Damafus and 
-Uihnus. Bower’s lives of the popes.’ 
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publickly maintained, that all who had affented to that aét tiad 
by fo doing incurred the cenfures of the church. This pro- 
voked the lords and commons, who requeited the king to fup< 
prefs the growing infolence of the clergy. The point was ar- 
gued before him. The clergy proceeded to fummon the plea- 
ders for the act before the convocation, and even threatned the 
king himfelf with the cenfures of the church, if he fhould do 
any thing contrary to his coronation oath, by which he had 
engaged to defend the liberties of holy church: the commons, 
on the other hand, addreffed him to maintain his temporal jurif- 
diction, by virtue of the fame oath. The king was-in great 
perplexity, unwilling to part with his temporal jurifdiction, 
yet apprehenfive of ill effects from the refentment of the cler- 
gy, who would not difmifs Dr. Standifh, the chief pleader 
againft them, unlefs the caufe was referred to the pope. | At 
length the cruelty of the clergy brought this affair to an ae- 
commodation ; one Hun, a merchant taylor in London, had 
provoked them by declaiming againft their avarice and oppreffi- 
on, and giving them trouble in recovering fome dues they 
clamed: their revenge was to imprifon him on fufpicion of he- 
refy: but diftrufting the fufficiency of proof, the chancellor 
Dr. Horfey, and the bifhop’s fumner murdered him in prifon, 
and then hung him up that he he might be thought to have 
been his own executioner; as appeared on the coroner’s in- 
queft by the confeffion of one of the parties. After feveral at- 
tempts to ftop proceedings againft the chancellor, Wolfey 
brought the king and clergy to this agreement, that Dr. 
Horfey fhould be difmiffed out of the king’s bench, and Dr. 
Standifh out of the court of convocation. ‘Thus ended both 
thefe affairs together; which as they fhewed the tyranny of the 
popifh clergy to the people in a ftrong light, fo this tyranny 
alienated their minds from them, and difpofed the kingdom to 
fhake off the yoke, whenever it thould lie jn their power to do 
it. 

‘But how imperious foever the clergy were over the Jaity, they 
were in an abfolute dependance upon the pope. The two arch- 
bifhops could not call councils,make chrifm *, dedicate churches, 
ordain clerks, or confecrate bifhops, till they had received 
the confecrated pall from Rome: for which they paid above 





«* An ointment confecrated by the bifhop every year, on 
Maunday Thurfday, which every parifh pricft was to fend for 
once a year, to put into the water in fhe baptifmal font. See 
Peckham’s conftitutions,’ 
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twelve hundred pounds, each, even at that’ time of day }, mo- 
deratad to this fum finee:the year 1250, when Walter Grey, 
archbifhop of York, paid ten thoufand pounds for that orna- 
ment. It was accompanied with the oath of canonical obedience 
to the’ fee of Rome, to defend the regalia ‘of St. Peter. The 
other bifhops were not only fuffragans to the archbifhops in 
their refpe€tive provinces, and fo virtually fubje@ to the pope; 
but they, with the abbots, alfo took the fame oath, with the 
obligation to vifit Rome in perfon. And the parochial clergy 
and friers being fworn to the obedience of their ordinaries and 
principals, all the clergy were in’ an entire fubjection to his 
holinefs. 

‘« And left any a& of power exerted bythe archbifhop of Can- 
terbury fhould appear to be done by virtue of his office, or de- 
rivatively of the crown, the pope artfully conftituted him his 
ordinary vicegerent, under the title of /egatus natus; and very 
often promoted to that chair fuch men as -he could beft truft 
with this power: but as fometimes the king had intereft or re- 
folution enough to appoint an archbifhop of his own, if he did 
not become quite pliant and devoted to Rome, the pope fu- 
perfeded his authority by a particular cominiffion to a legate a 
latere *, during’ which commiffion, the archbifhop’s legatefhip 
was fufpended. 

‘ By thefe arts, invafions, and ufurpations the pope’s power 
had taken fuch deep root in England, that it was not is hu- 
man forefight to perceive any poffibility of plucking it up.’ 





* « Money was effectively quadruple to what it is in this ages 
fays lord Herbert, 1650: there was a law in the 24 H. viii. 
to fix the price of meats; beef at a halfpenny a pound, and 
mutton and veal at three farthings. Muft we not then rate it 
at fix times the’prefent value? At which valuation, the confe- 
crated pall coft at that time betwixt feven and eight eaee 
pounds. 

+ ‘In 379, Gratian, in favour of Theodofius, added Dacia 
and Greece (formerly part of the weftern empire) to the eaftern: 
Damafus, the bifhop of Rome, unwilling to lofe eaft I!Nyricum; 
though now difmembered from the weftern empire, appointed 
a vicar there. His fucceffors improved upon him, and ap- 
pointed vicars in other provinces and kingdoms; generally an- 
nexed to certain fees, but fometimes conferred on particular 
perfons. The inftitution of vicars was by fucceeding popes, 
improved into that of legates; who, as pope Leo expreffes it, 
were admitted to a far greater fhare of his care, though not to 


the plenitude of his power. Leon, ep. 48. 
2 Such 
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Such was the dreadful fituation of the people and church of 
England, under the papal dominion; and our author proceeds 
to fhew us ftill farther hardfhips the people lay under from 
thofe papal clergy, fome of them amounting to the worft part 
of inquifitorial tyranny in countries where that execrable court 
prevailed: and to complete the hopelefs ftate of the fubjeé, at 
the very time his deliverance was drawing near, the pope’s legate 
a Jatere, and the king’s prime favourite and minifter, centered in 
one and the fame perfon, cardinal Wolfey. As a proof cf the 
active zeal of the clergy, we are told, that, in the diocefe of 
Lincoln were accufed and deteéted, in one year, no fewer than 
soo perfons, for herefy or favouring heretics, Our author 
then prefents us with a view of the pope’s revenue in England; 
which chiefly arofe from Peter pence, inveftitures, firft fruits, 
appeals to Rome and difpenfations, not to mention various 
other drains, which carried incredible fums of money out of 
England to Rome. Speaking of difpenfations, our author 
fays, * the king’s eldeft fifter, the princefs Margaret, after bu- 
rying her firft hufband, James IV. king of Scotland, married 
the earl of Angus, who was at the fame time married to another 
lady, and had a daughter, the lady Lenox, by him. She was 
afterwards divorced from the earl, and during his life married 
the lord Muffein, and baftardized her daughter by the earl of 
Angus.’ 

We muft afk pardon of the reverend author, if we fay that 
we think this paragraph improperly introduced, becaufe the 
fa&ts it contains are partly doubtful, partly falfe. The truth 
was, that the queen dowager of Scotland conceived a hatred of 
her hufband the earl of Angus, and obtained a divorce from 
him on the allegation of a precontra& between him and ano- 
ther lady; and the queen married a gentleman of the name of 
Stuart, who was afterwards created lord Methuen. But our 
author is miftaken when he fays, that the queen baftardized 
her daughter by the earl of Angus ; for the legitimacy of that 
daughter, who was afterwards countefs of Lenox, was fully 
eftablifhed by the very judges who pronounced the fentence 
of divorce; becaufe the marriage was contradifted, bona fide, 
on the queen’s part. 

Our author then gives us a view, and a very frightful one it 
is, of the revenues, learning, and religion of the clergy at the 
time of the reformation: the neceflity of which he. very juftly 
vindicates and afferts. We find, however, a few exceptions 
in the perfons of Wolfey, Fifher, Wareham, Collet, Groceyn. 
More, andothers, all of them Englifhmen, not to mention 
Erafmus, who, thougha foreigner, then refided in England, 
We have then an account of the obftacles the reformation on 
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with, which is neceffarily attended by a concife recapitulation 
of public events in England, from 1485 to 1521, when we 
find Dr. Ridley, at the expence of his uncle, a keen papift; 
attending the lectures of Richard Crook on the Greek tongue; 
at Cambridge, and a great proficient in the ftudy of divinity. 
Our author then refumes his narrative ‘of public tranfa@ions, 
which he carries down to the year 1527. In 1§22 Ridley took 
his degree of batchelor of arts, and was eminent for his know- 
ledge of Greek and Latin, and for laying the foundation of 
thofe ftudies, for which he afterwards became {> eminent. In 
2524 his charaéter was fo well eftablifhed, that the mafter 
and fellows of Univerfity College in Oxford invited him to 
accept of an exhibition there, founded by Walter Skyrley, bi- 
fhop of Durham. This fac occafioned, it feems, adifpute be- 
tween the two univerfities, each claiming the honour of Ridley’s 
edycation. The controverfy is decided with. great candour by 
Mr. Ridley in favour of Cambridge. Ridley declined the ho-. 
nour offered him at Oxford, and was chofen that very year 
fellow of his own college at Cambridge. The next year he » 
took his mafter of arts degree; and, in the year following he 
was appointed by the college their general agent in all caufes - 
relating to the churches of Tilney, Soham, and Saxthorpe, be- 
longing to Pembroke hall. In the year 1537, Mr. Ridley 
having now directed his ftudies to divinity, was, by the bounty 
of his uncle, fent to ftudy at Paris. The editor, with great 
probability, thinks, that young Ridley was fent over at the 
time when cardinal Wolfey went thither as embaflador to the 
court of France, with no fewer than 1200 horfe in his-retinue; 
a magnificence at which the moft fplendid of our modern em- 
bafiies bide their diminifbed heads, Mr. Ridley then refumes the 
view of public tranfactions from 1527 to 1534; a period that 
introduces the hiftory of Henry the VIllth’s famous divorce ; 
which he recounts with great learning and pet{picuity, as he 
does all the other important events of thofe fimes. It is pro- 
Bable that Ridley was abroad in the years 1527, 28 and 29, 
during which time no mention is made Of his refidence in Eng- 
Jand. In the year 1§30 he was chofen juniot treafurer of his 
college at Cambridge; and there is, in the orchard of Pembroke 
Hall, a fpot which is to this day called Ridley’s walk, where he 
ufed to exercife himfelf in repeating the Greek teftament. 
From one of his friends and pupils we learn, that, notwith- 
ftanding his great application to ftudy; he would often divert 
himfelf by archery and playing at tennis; that he was obe 
liging in his behaviour, pious without hypocrify, or monkiiht 
dufterity, and above all, that he was eminent for the great cha- 
tities he beftowed; for he would often give others money wher 
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they had none themfelves, to relieve the poor. In. #533 Mrs 
Ridley was chofen fenior proétor of that univerfity. Next 
year the fubject of the pope’s fupremacy being cifcufled there, 
the univerfity came to this refolution, after mature deliberati- 
on, ‘* That the bifhop of Rome had no more authority and 
jurifdiation derived to him from God, in this kingdom of 
England, than any other foreign biihop, figned in the name 
of the univerfity, May 2, 1534, by Simon Heynes, vice-chan- 
cellor; Nicholas Ridley, Richard Wilkes, proctors.” Our au- 
thor then fhews the inconfittences and tergiverfations of the 
heads of the popifh clergy on the fubje&t of the king’s fupre- 
macy. Thefe were Tonital, bifhop of Durham, Gardiner, bi- 
fhop of Winchefter, and Bonner, bifhop of London; all whom 
the editor charaécter?fes, and it is remarkable that all the three 
were baftards. We know of no work where their real charac 
ters are fo fairly or fatisfactorily exhibited as in that before us. 
We next have a moft excellent and initru&ive account of the 
progrefs of the reformation from 1534 to 1540; and then 
the civil hiiftory within the fame period is purfued. Amongit 
many important particulars Mr. Ridley proves, by aletter from 
Palamedes Gontier to the French admiral Chabot, who had 
been in England, and had undertaken to negotiate a marri- 
age between the duke of Angoule(me, fon of the French king, 
and the princefs, afterwards queen, Elizabeth, daughter to 
queen Anne Bullen, dated February 5, 1536, the miflerable 
fituation of that unhappy princefs, .even at that time, . though 
our hiftorians concer in dating the period of her ruin from 
the sft of May thereafrer. The letter is fo important, and fo 
great a curiofity, that we fhall make no difficulty of giving it 
entire to our readers, 
* My Lord, 

‘I fpent all this morning with Cromwell, and in the after- 
noon he carried me to the queen’s apartment, where the king 
was. I made my reverence to the queen, and prelented to 
her your letters, delivering to her at large every thing which 
I was ordered by you to fay to her from you. I obferved her 
much confufed during this difcourfe: and fhe complained of 
my too great delay, which had occafioned and produced ia 
the king her hufSand many doubts and ftrange thoughts; for 
which fhe faid it was proper for you to think, of fome reme- 
dy, and by ufing the means of the king her brother to pre- 
vent her ruin, tor fhe found herfelf near it, and in a much 
more uneafy fituation than before her marriage. She charg- 
ed me to defire and folicit you in her name.to take care of her 
interefts; concerning which fhe could not fpeak fo fully as 
fhe wifhed, on account of the apprehenfions which fhe was 
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wtidet'; and that her countenance was watched: by the eyes, 
not only of her hufband, but of the princes who were prefent. 
She told me likewife that the could not write to me, nor fea 
me again, nor ftay longer with me. After faying which 
fhe left me, and the king quitted that room, and went into 
another near it, where there was dancing: but the queen did 
not go thither. I affure you, my lord, that as far as I can 
perceive, fhe is not atall at eafe. And I prefume, in my poor 
judgment; that the doubts and fufpicions of the king, which 
I have mentioned to you before, are the occafion of her un- 
eafinefs.’ 

The other parts of the hiftory of this period, though indif- 
penfible to our author’s defign, do not admit of any extract, 
and their chief praife is the judgment he has fhewn in com< 
piling them. Mr. Ridley, about O&tober 1534, having difs 
charged himfelf from his office of proétor; took his batche- 
lor’s degree in divinity, and was chofen chaplain of the uni« 
verfity. We find him afterwards public readet and magiffer 
glomeria ; which our author very reafonably thinks anfwers ta 
the modern place of univerfity-orator. At the time of the death 
of his uncle in 1536, Dr. Ridley’s reputation for learning and 
virtue was fo high, that archbifhop Cranmer admitted him to 
his intimacy, atid collated him to the vicarage of Herne in Eaft 
Kent. In 1539 he had the courage>to preach againft the fa- 
mous fix articles; but had not at that time got rid of his pre- 
poffeffions in favour of tranfubitantiation. In the year 15405 
which opened with a gloomy afpect to the reformation, Rid- 
Jey took his doftot’s degree in divinity at Cambridge, and was 
mafter of Pembroke Hall, as well as one of the king’s chap 
lains. Next year, he was made prebendary of Chrift Church, 
Canterbury; and fuch was his courage and zeal for the refor- 
mation, that next to the archbifhop he was thought to be its 
greateft fupport of any clergyman in England. This natural- 
ly drew upon both him and his patron the archbithop, the 
malevolence of Gardiner, and the popifh party; which was ftilf 
very powerful at court; and Mr. Ridley gives us a very exact 
but eandid detail of their practices, as well as of thofe greda- 
tions in ftady and reflexion, by which Ridley at laft happily 
conquered his prepoffeffions in the affair of tranfubffantion, 
which he did in the year 1455. ‘The editor after this beftows 
fome pains, more perhaps than were needful, in clearing Ridley 
from fome afperfions upon his perfonal charater thrown out 
by one Pierfon a popith writer. | 

Upon the acceffion of Edward the Vith to the crown (the 
a of whofe pated is contained in this weet Ridley 
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drew upon him fome animadverfions from Gardiner. On the 
17th of May Dr. Ridley was admitted to the church of Soham, 
and after being employed in many commiffions of great ho- 
nour and importance, he was in September following promot- 


ed tothe vacant fee of Rochefter; and Mr. Ridley, with great 
hiftorical precifion, proves that he was confecrated in the ufual 


form, nothing different from the confecration of all the popith 


bifhops before him. , 

Having brought this excellent prelate to fo confpicuous a 
point of light, we do not think ourfelves obliged to attend the 
editor fo minutely in the fubfequent fcenes of his hiftory, as. 
we have done in the preceding, becaufe that of bifhop Rid- 
ley becomes now the fame with that of the church of England, 
and contains in it little that is perfonal to the time of his mar- 
tyrdom. In 1549 the bifhop was in feveral very important com- 
miffions ; but he had the happinefs to have had origirally no 
handin the murder of Joan Bocher,commonly called Joan of Kent, 
who was burnt for fpeaking nonfenfe: and we with, for the fake 
of Cranmer’s memory, that Mr, Ridley had omitted all mention 
of that difgraceful incident, as well as of the burning John 
Van Parre, a Dutchman (whom our author ought to have told 
us was a man irreproachable in his morals) for fome other ab- 
furdities of the fame kind. We muft likewife take the liber- 
ty to obferve, that}he ftrains a little too hard in accounting for, 
if not juftifying, the feverity inflited upon Parre. The noble 
ftand the bifhop made againft the prote€tor in a vifitation of 
the univerfity of Cambridge, as well as the learning he dif- 
played in all public difputations, are here exhibited with great 
juftice. In the year 1550 Ridley was, on April the 12th, tran- 
flated to the fee of London, vacant by the deprivation of 
Bonner, to whom he is reprefented as haying been very kind. 
The reader, however, after what he has heard of Bonner’s be- 
ing a baftard, may perhaps {mile at our good bifhop’s placing 
his mother always at the head of the table, whatever company 
was there. Mr. Ridley takes fomie pains in illuftrating the 
pious and blamelefs courfe of the bifhop’s life both public and 
private, while he filled this high ftation in the church. If the 
editor had perufed the original council book of Edward the 
Vith, inftead of the very imperfect extraé& from it, which he 
met with amongft the Harleian MSS. he would have found 
an order direéted to the bifhop, dated June 2, 1550, command- 
ing him to ftop all preaching but upon holidays only and fun- 
days. Mr. Ridley, had he confulted the fame authority, would 
have omitted fome mifreprefentations, and thofe too of confe- 
quence, in the cafe of the bifhop of Winchefter, into which he 
has been led by our printed hiftories, particularly, thofe of 


Burnet and Collier. “The fame obferyation may be made with 
regard 


3 























Difcourfe on Freedom of Thinking. 477 


regard tothe cafe of Hooper, for refufing the habits of confe- 
cration; and above all, in that of Day, bithop of Chichefter, in 
which our author’s information is imperfect, for he.was crigi- 
nally queftioned in the council for a fermon he had preached. 
The reft of this illuftrious prelate’s life, as reprefented by Mr. 
Ridley, does honour to his facred funétion; but the hiftory 
of that and his martyrdom, with the noble ftand he madefor 
the revenues of his church, and his difputes againft popery, 
are to be met with in former publications, though many curi- 
ous particulars are inferted by the editor, which throw great 
light upon his fubjed. 

To conclude our review of this valuable work, we moft fin- 
cerely wifh that divines of all parties would review or defend 
their favourite fyftems with the fame learning and temper which 
this reverend gentleman difplays; as nothing can contribute 
more than fuch a condué to the honour and interefls of true 
religion. Mr. Ridley has made fa&s fpeak for themfelves. 
Too many authors on the fame fubje& have fpoken for faéts, 
that is, they have adopted prejudice, prepoffeffion, conjecture 
and mifinfermation, for hiftory. We will venture to fay, from 
our own experience, that no man can read the work before us 
without having a much better opinion than he had before of 
the Englifh reformation. 





Art. VIII. 4 Difcourfe on Freedom of Thinking in Matters of Re- 
ligitn; with its jufi Limits and Temper, neither Indifferent nor 
Intolerant. 80. Price bound 5s. Dodfley. 


HE author of this treatife explains his defign in the pre- 

face: he maintains, and with reafon, that men fhould 

be entirely at liberty to declare their fentiments with regard 

to religion, where they do not affect the fundamentals of 

Chriitianity.. His intentions are, in our opinion, fuch &s every 

fincere Chriftian mutt approve of; for fuch phyficians are by no 

means neglectful of the health of their patieats, who declare 

againft the unfeafonablenefs of fuch empirics as would cut off 
a man’s head if he had but a wart upon his cheek. 

The cafe is, in our opinion, altogether the fame, and men 
may as well decree'a wart to be mortal as a various opinion iz 
re aliogui non necefaria, to be capital and damnable. This is 
agreeable to the fentiments of the moft learned and pious of 
the fathers. Tertullian has fpoken in thefe terms upon the 
fame fubje&t. Eft bumani juris et naturalis poteftatis, unicuigue quod 
putaverit colere, fed nec religionis eff cogere religionem, que fufcipi de- 
bet Jponte non vi; this is likewife the do&rine of St. Cyprian, 
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jaantius, St. Hilary, Minutius Felix, Sulpitius Severus, St, 
Chryfoltom, St. Hierom, St. Auftin, Damateen, Theophila&, 
Scholafticus, and St. Bernard, by citations from whom the au- 
thor has corroborated all that he advances in this treatife. He 
iudeed acknowleges that errors fhould be zealoufly fupprefied, 
but this fhould be done by fuch means as are the proper in- 
itruments of their fuppreftion ; ; and thefe he maintains to be) 
preaching and difputation, charity and fweetnefs, holinefs of 

life, affiduity of exhortation, the word of God, and prayer. 
In the firft {eCtion of this work the author explains the na- 
ture of faith, and fhews that its duty is completed in believing 
the articles of the apoftles’ creed. ‘The apottles, and the holy 
men their cotemporaries, compofed a creed, to be a rule of 
faith to all Chriftians. This appears evidently from Irenzus, 
Tertullian, St. Cyprian, St. Auftin, Ruffinus, and divers 
athers. This creed muft certainly have contained ali the en- 
tire object of faith, and.the foundation of religion, ‘as it was 
thought to comprehend the effential points of both by the 
whole church of God in all ages. That it was fo, appears evi- 
dently from hence, that fince faith is a neceflary predifpofition 
to baptifim in all perfons capable of the ufe of reafon, all ca 
techumeas in the latin church coming to baptifm were interro- 
gated concerning their faith, and gave fatisfaction in the reci- 
tation of this creed. Jn this firft fe&tion the author fully ex- 
plains his fentiments upon the fubjeé& of faith ; but in the re- 
mainder of the work-he enters into a particular difcuffion of 
igveral matters relative to it, and in treating thefe topicks he 
difplays a depth of erudition, and a jufinefs of reafoning feldom 
to be met with in polemical writers. In fe€ion II. which 
turns upon. herefy and the nature of it, he makes it appear, 
that it is to be accounted to the capacity of chriftian faith, and 
not in opinions fpeculative, or even to pious perfons. The opt- 
nion of the author upon this point is exa@ly the fame with 
that of St. Auguttin, who, in fpeaking of herefy, very proper- 
ly diflinguifhes it from error, by thefe words, errare poffum hare- 
ticus eff2 nolo. It is farther obferved, upon the fame head, in page 
23, that the word herefy is ufed in fcripture indifferently in a 
goed fenfe for a feét or opinion, and the followers of it, or in 
a bad fenfe, for a falfe opinion fignally condemned; but thefe 
kind of people were then called antichrifts and falfe prophets, 
wore frequently than herctics; and then there were many of 
them in the world. But it is remarkable, that no heretics are 
taken particular notice of in fcripture, but fuch whofe doctrines 
taught impiety, or fuch who denied the coming of Chrift dire&- 
lv, or by beascquepcs” not naan but immediate. In page 
39 we find a learned but concife account of the principat 
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heretics who have appeared in the world. ‘There we meet. with 
feveral remaikable herefiarchs, befides thofe tpoken of in fcrip- 
ture, Simon, Thebutes, Cleobius, Dofitheus, Gorthes, Maf- 
botheus and Cerinthus. There is but little known concerning 
any of thefe, except the laft; we are, however, informed by 
Egefippus, that they were falfe Chrifts, and that their do@trine 
was dire€tly againit God and his bleffed fon. Menander allo 
was the founder of a feét, but he bewitched the people with his 
forceries. Cerinthus’s doéirines pretended.enthufiafm, or a new 
revelation, but ended in laft and impious theorems in matter of 
uncleannefs, In the profecution of this fubjeét the author treats 
of many others that grow out of it, namely, the difficulty and 
uncertainty of arguments from fcripture, in queftions not fim-. 
ply neceffary, nor literally determined. This difficulty has 
been acknowledged by the great archbifhop Uther, who reckons 
up fo many various readings in the New Teitament, that itis 
impoffible for any fincere inquirer, to determine which he fhould 
give his affent to. 

In feftion 5,6, and 7, he treats of the infufficiency and un- 
certainty of tradition to expound {cripture or determine quef- 
tions, Of the uncertainty and infufficiency of councils ecclefie 
aftical to the fame purpofe; and finally, of the fallability of the 
pope, and of the uncertainty of his expounding fcripture, and 
tefolving queftions. Thefe are, in our opinion, fubjects not very 
intereiting in a country where the errors of popery are general- 
jy acknowledged ; but the author has difcuffed them in fuch a 
manner, that he may be read with pleafure, even by thofe who 
do not ftand in need of information. We apprehend that this 
difquifition might have been concluded here, and that there 
was no occafion to demonfirate the difability of fathers or 
writers ecclefiaftical to determine religious queftions with cer- 
tainty and truth, or the incompetency of the church in its difs 
fufive capacity to be judge of controverfies. The truth of thefe 
two. propolitions follows evidently from the former. In fe&i- 
‘@n 10. the author fully proves the authority of reafon; and thet 
it, proceeding upon the beft grounds, is the beft judge. This is 
his chief aim ia the whole treatife. This propofition proved 
fhews,-that freedom of thinking in matters of religion is founde 
ed upon a folid bafis ; and makes it, in our opinion, unnecef- 
fary to enter into any inquiries more minute. 





——_ 


Art. 1X. Freewill, Foreknowledee, and Fate. A Fragment. 8vo0. | 

Ly Edward Search, E/g; Price bound 4s, Dodiley. 

HE author of this freatife informs us, in his preface, that 
it is only a fragment of a work more extenfive, which 


has long employed him, and which he has not yet brought to 
; 114 a con 
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aconclufion. This circumftance «wuft unavoidably contribute 
to thar obfcurity which could hardly be avoided in a work 
which turns upon liberty and neceffity; a labyrinth, where all 
the fages of antiquity loft themfelves, and in which reafon can 
find no clue to direét its foor'teys. Our philofophical inqui- 
yer differs from Mr. Locke, that great mafter of reafon, in his 
obfervations upon liberty. 

Mr. Locke has advanced, that liberty is a power as well as 
will: the author of the work before us juitly obferves, that li- 
berty is a term much more complex than that great man 
has made it. Liberty, fays he, though it includes an idea of 
power, contains other ideas befides. It is, according to him, 
a negative term, which implies the abfence of reftraint or force, 
Thus a man is at liberty to waik, if, upon ufing his legs, they 
will carry him tothe place he purpofes ; but if there ftand any 
wall or bar in the way, fo that with his otmoft endeavours he 
cannot move forwards, then he is not at liberty. This,we ap- 
prehend, puts the meaning of the word liberty in a proper 
ight ; it denotes the removal of any ob{tru&tion which might 
thwart us in the exercife of any power we poffefs, for we may 
then and then only be faid to be free when, upon employing 
our power, it will take effec. K 

The author obferves upon the word wv//, that it is a mo- 
ywentary action of the mind, and confequently muft be free 
for the time: fo that the whole queftion, with regard to the 
human will, is, Whether one will can controul and refrain 
another? This is putting the queftion concerning freewill in 
a proper light; but the efforts which Mr. Search has made, in 
order to determine it, are, in our opinion, altogether fruitlefs. 
In the progrefs of this treatife the author endeavours to thew, 
that human liberty is confiltent with the univerfal providence 
and abfolute foreknowledge of God; as the actions of men may 
be free, though they enter into the plan of providence, and as 
God’s foreknowing the ations of men by no means influences 
them to aét in fuch or fuch a manner. His reafonings upon 
thefe two points feem to reft upon a very wrong foundation, 
namely, a fuppofed refemblance between the human and divine 
nature. The aétions of one man may indeed coincide with the 
views or plan of another, without his influencing him to aét ; 
and one man may know in what manner another will behave, 
thotgh he has neither power or inclination to dire& or impel 
him to a&t in fuch a manner. But, with regard to the deity 
and human beings, the matter does not feem to be quite fo 
clear. Our author then proceeds to anfwer fome objections 
which have been rai‘ed againft human liberty, as if inconfi- 
tent with the jultice of reward and punifhment, in the fitua- 
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fion of.mankind, which he had before reprefented. As totes 
ward, faid he, they find no fault with that being conferred 
upon men, whether deferved or not; fo that the only difficulty 
remains with refpe& to punifhment : and in order to anfwer 
this queftion he makes an inquiry into the proper and natural 
foundation of punifhment. ‘The refult of his refearch is, that 
all punifhment isintended to prevent evils; and that, even if 
human aétions were under the influence of neceffity, punifh- 
ment would be ftill expedient ; as in its naturé calculated to 
prevent:the commiffion of fin. Thus utility is the fource of all 
punifhment ; for as men are conftirnted, that remedy is necef 
fary to reftrain enormities from abounding amongit them. The 
author obferves, that to pufh this inquiry any furtHer, would 
involve us in another queftion, namely, that ‘concerning the 
origin of evil, which is of fo abftrufe a nature, that it 
never was, and in all likelihood never will be determined by 
the fons of Adam. In the procefs of his inquiries Mr. 
Search obferves, that men often promote the will of God when 
they endeavour to a& contrary to it; and in reafoning upon 
this tupick, he takes notice of a diftin&tion which has been made 
between thé fecret and the declared will of God: the latter is 
as much as we wecan difcover by the beft ufe of our under- 
ftanding, which being fallible, will fometimes difcoyer to us 
what is not the truth; but as this is the guide God has given 
ns for our dire€tion, while we ac in conformity to it, though 
the event, by difappointing our endeavours, fhould prove God’s 
fecret will to be otherwife; yet will our miftaken Zeal for hig 
fervice be approved of by him, and engage his bountiful favour 
towards us. But if we pervetfely run counter to the admoni- 
tions of this guitle, divine vengeance will overtake us, even 
though our being permitted to take our courfe, proves it agree- 
able to the fecrét will of God. 

Fate is the next fubjeé of *Sguire Search’s difquifitions, 
but before he enters into an examination of: its coarfesy 
he makes it his endeavour to afcertain the meaning of the 
word fate, herein conforming to the precept of Cicero, 
who lays it down as a rule, that a methodical differtation up- 
on any, fubjeé&t thould begin with a definition. Upon ‘this 
head he obferves, that the word fate has often been confound- 
ed with the word neceffity : jn this manner it was underftood 
by the ftratonic and democratic atheifts, when they afcribed alt 
events to fate; and Homer’s posen xearasa, ftrong-handed 
fate, bas been generally tranflated by the latin poets, dura neceffi- 
tas, inflexible neceffity. Our author juftly rejeés this accep- 
tation of the word fate, which being derived from the latin 
fari, fignifying, to fpeak, muft denote a word fpoke by fome 
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intelligent being, who has power to make his words good. Thus 
he appears to look upon the word fate as implying the decree 
of heaven. But he adds, that fuch a decree is nat fuppofed to 
generate fatality, which arifes from thofe unknown to us, con- 
fining our actions to the courfe fuited for bringing forth the 
deftined event : yet evem in this cafe it is not the decree, but 
fomething confequent upon it, that impofes fatality. Thus we 
aretold in feripture that God faid, Jer there be light, and there was 
light; yet it is not to be fuppofed that the light fprung forth 
without fome exertion of omnipotence to produce it. This 
notion .of a fatality has given rife, as is obferved in page 21, 
to judicial aftrology, as well as to the art magic, and progno- 
ftications by dreams, omens, prodigies, &c. a folly which monf, 
Bayle has admirably expofed in his learned remarks upon the 
comet., We entirely. join with the author in withing that the 
word providence was fubftituted in the room of the word fate, 
and the latter expunged out of all our vocabularies; for it can- 
not indeed be fo accurately explained as not to give rife to er- 
ror and confufion, This is evident from its having given birth 
to the dogtrine of predeftination, which has been produttive of 
fo muchrevil, and even driven fome men of a gloomy complexi- 
oninto fuch defpair as to make them lay violent hands upon 

themfelves. But predeftination, as the author obferves in page 

253, is now become an unfafhionable topic ;.and it is well for 

mankind that it is fo, for though it might be fo explained as 

to render it neither formidable nor fubverfive of diligence, fuch 

an explanation would have no effe& upon common underftand- 
ings, but-they would annex to it an idea of fatality, which 
would unavoidably nourifh defpondencies. 

Thus have we given the reader a iketch or outline of thefe 
differtations, fiom whence he may form a judgment of the 
treatile, which is, in our opinion,. worthy of his perufal, 
as.it fuggefts. many excellent hints upon thefe abftrufe fub- 
jects: we cannot help. thinking, however, that the: au- 
thor has boafted a little too much in his .conclufion, where 
he fays he has, to his own content, etfeéted a perfect recon- 
cilement between freewill and univerfal providence. There is, 
in ut. opinion, fome reafon to apprehend, that though he has 
done this to his own fatisfaftion, he may, by no means, have 
given the fame content to others. The fubjeat which he treats 
has puzzled the molt profound philofophers ;and Mr.Locke, one 
of the ereatett metaphyfical writers the world ever produced, 
owned himfelf unable to reconcile freewill and foreknowledge, 
though he believed both. 
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Art. X. Number I. of a Collefion of Prints (engraved by the bef 
hands) from the moft capital Paintings in England. mean by 
John Boydell, Exgraver, ia Cheaplide. - 


It were furely to be wifhed by every lover of his country,” 

that the ftrife among the great, after fo long, though glo- 
rious a war, might be, who fhould moft encourage the arts of 
peace: for, in proportion as civil feuds and difcords arife, the 
arts and fciences languifh and decay, and many a laudable de- 
fizn is loft to mankind for want of proper encouragement to 
bring ic to maturity, This prefent fcheme (which is intended 
to improve the art of engraving, and chiefly the hiftorical fort, 
in which we are moft deficient) is of fuch a nature, that without 
the countenance and patronage of the public, it cannot be car- 
ried forward. | , 

The fubjef of the firft print, in this number, is Curius Den- 
tatus, the Roman conful, refufing the bribes from the Samnites. 
The ftory is as follows: The Samnites having loft their famous 
general Pontius Herennius, (whom the Romians had taken, and 
inhumanly condemned to lofe his head) were no longer in a 
condition to oppofe the Roman arms, which, under the com-’ 
mand of the valiant Curius Dentatus, laid wafte their country, 

took their towns, and obliged them to fue for peace. The 
epublic confented to a treaty of alliance with them for the- 
fourth time, and left. the conditions of it to Curius. The 
Samniteés thought of bribing this conful, who lived in volun- 
tary poverty, and defpifed all oftentation, by fending deputies 
to him with rich prelents: they found him fitting upon a forry 
wooden feat, near a fire, drefling fome roots for his own dinner. 
This is the point of time the painter has chofen for his picture. 
The confal is deferibed fitting in a poor cottage roafting his 
roots when the deputes eater with their prefents: this virtuous 
Roman, fuperior to all temptation, appears to defpife their 
bribes. ‘* You think, fays he, from’ my indigence, to hope 
for fuccefs ; but you are miftaken. I had rather command rich 
men, than be rich myfelf. ‘Take away that métal which men 
make ufe of only to thei: deftruction, and go tell your nation, 
that they will find it as dificult to bribe me, as to conquer 
mc.” The Samnites at laft thought fit to agree to fuch a treaty 
as Curius was pleafed to prefcribe, and he returned to Rome 
vo triumph. There néed be no more faid of the picture than 
that it is painted by thé celebrated Pietro da Cortona, and is a 
capital piece of that mafter. The engraving is executed by 
Mr. Anthony Walker, Whom we have not Jong fince had the 
pleafure of commeiiding, and that- with great juftice: and we 
hepe, from the good feafe of this very ingenious artift, that he 


will 
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will allow us to fay, we think there is a want of clearnefs in 
this piece of engraving. 

The fecond print is from a fine pifture of Carlo Cignani, of 
Charity and her children, engraved by Mr. Ravenet : the figures 
ir this piece are well difpofed : Charity, we may fuppofe, fitting 
at the door of a palace, as there appears part of a noble build- 
ing: one of her children ts in a cradle, and two in her lap ; 
one of which is fucking, and the other, a beautiful boy, fpraw- 
ling, with his eyes on the fpectator, holding in one hand a 
couple of cherries, and in the other a peach : this piece has a 
sematkable effect, and the claro obfcuro is well managed, 

The fubje& of the third print is, The thepherds in Arcadia: 
they are ftruck with the fight of a tomlin a place, they 
thought, exempt from every object of melancholy; one of them, 
pointing with his finger, fhews the infcription to his compa- 
nions, which is but four words, ET IN ARCADIA EGO, a 
feull.is placed upon the tomb, and near the foot of it fits a 
iver god, leaning inwards, with an ofier round his head, 
and his hand upon an urn, which the god feems a little to 
have neglected by reafon of his forrow : there appears likéwife 
great furprife and concern in the faces of the fhepherds, with 
whom is a fair fhepherdefs of a moft delicate form. The 
painting is by the famous Nicholas Pouflin, and was a fubject 
be much delighted in, and often painted: in one of which 
pictures he has put the ftatue of a young virgin at length upon 
the tomb; fo that we are inclined to think he meant this, in 
the prefent picture, for the tomb of that fame virgin: the 
engraving is finely performed by Mr. Ravenet. 

The other two prints in this number are from pictures of 
Oftade ; one is of a lawyer fitting in his ftudy, and the other 
2 phyfician. Thefe are both engraved by Mr. Anthony Walker 
and there appears great neatnefs and accuracy in the execution. 
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Art. 11. Divers Parts of the Holy Scriptures done into Englith. 
Chiefly from Dr. J. Mills’s Printed Greek Copy. With Notes and 
Maps. vo. Pr. 35. Piety. 


HIS verfion of the New Teftament differs but little from 
the common tranflation, which is in every. body’s bands. 
The notes contain fcarce any thing that is not to be found in 
other commentaries upon fcripture, though they are not tran- 
fcribed from any particular annotator. In a word, it is no- 


thing more than an ordinary compilation, a fpecies of book- 
ane 
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making, which puts the author to very little trouble, from 
which a reader can receive little or no information, and ia 
which the bookfeller alone finds his account. 

The compiler has annexed to his tranflation and commen- 
fome obfervations relating to the time when thefe facred 
and valuable Memoirs were written. In thefe he endeavours 
to prove, that all the hiftories abovementioned, were writ be- 
fore the deftru@ion of Jerufalem, which happened, according 
to Jofephus, in the 7oth year of the chriftian zra, though 
none of them were dated earlier than a good number of years 
after the afceffion and refurreétion of Jefus Chrift. He has 
likewife advanced, that the evangelifts Matthew, Mark, and 
Luke wrote about the fame time ; that none of. thefe had 
any knowledge of the gofpel written by either of the others, 
and that the gofpel of St. John was intended as a fupplement 
to the three former. Thefe pofitions, which the editor has 
rather advanced than proved, might furnifh matter for an ea- 
tire treatife; we fhall not therefore at prefent enter into a 


difcufion of them. 


Art. 12. The Three Conjurers, a political interlude. Stolen from 
Shakefpear. ds it was performed at fundry Places in Weftmin- 
fter, on Saturday the 30th of April, and Sunday the 1f of May. 
Moft humbly dedicated to that diftrefed and unfortunate Gentleman, 
john Wilkes, E/g. late Prifoner in the Tower, and late Colonel of 
the Militia for the County of Buckingham, det fill Member of Par- 
liament for Aylefbury. 4to. Pr. is. Cabe. 


Though this parody is a moft infamous abufe of certain re- 
fpeftable, and even r——l characters, we cannot deny it 
the merit of fome fecond-hand humour. We call it fecond-hand, 
becaufe we remember that Jeffery Broadbottom, of venerable 
memory, parodized the fame interlude, but with much more 
wit and humour, by applying it to the late earl of Granville, the 


patron of the German war preceding the laft. 


Art. 13. An Ode on St. Cxcilia’s Day, adapted to the Antient Bri- 
tith Mufic: viz. The Salt-box, the Fews Harp, the Marrew- 
bones and Cleavers, the Hum-ftrum, or Hurdy-gurdy, Sc. With an 
Introdufion, giving fame Agcount of thefe truly Britith Infruments. 
By Bonnel Thoraton, F/g. 40. Pr.ts. Becket ard De 
Hondt. 

We dare not venture to recommend this ode, which is full of 
true humour, for fear of producing wretched imitators, who may 
make Pope and Dryden ridiculous indeed. 


Aut. 
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Art. 14. The Prophecy of Famine: A Séots Paftoral, Part thé 
Second. InferibedtoC. Churchill. 470. Pr.1s. 6d. Cabe. 


Behold a confirmation of our laft article! O Wilkes and 
Churchill! however-you may be écquitted at an earthly bar, that 
of the King’s-bench, what judgment may you not dread at 2 
heavenly bar, that of Parnaffus, for having given life to fach 
{warms of crawling infects as now infeft the land! The plagues 
of lice and locufts were nothing to that of imitating fcribblers, of 
whom the author before us is remarkably diftinguithed by ftu- 
pidly imitating the above bard in nothing but his abufe of Scot- 


land. 
Art. 15. The Methodifts : An Eclogue. By]. Robinfon. 4to. Pr. 
6d. Croufe at Norwich. 
This eclogue, we apprehend, alludes to fome difturbances at 
Norwich, occafioned by a methodift preacher, and very poflibly 
jn that place it may not be thought execrable. 


Art. 16. The Conffitution afferted and vindicated. Svo. Pr. us} 
Nicoll. 


This pamphlet has been afcribed to a right honourable au- 
thor; and, by the,loofe unguarded manner in which it is writ- 
ten, evidently bears the marks of a writer whofe ftation in life 
does not fubject him to the fatigue of much reading or ftudy. 
7 running through the different branches of the conftitution, 

he fays that peers had an immunity of their perfons from ar- 
refts of debt, &c. becaufe they were perpetual members of par- 
liament. A little knowledge of hiftory would have informed 
him, that by our original conftitution no man in England could 
be arrefted for debt, and that the exception of the peers was 
owing toa caufe very different from what he has affgned. He 
is equally, miliaken in his other obfervations with regard to thé 
peerage. The reafoning of our author upon the latent powers 
vefted in the feveral departments of government, whofe autho 
rity he calls reafon of ftate, is uneonftitutional and dangerous, 
and gave rife tothe oppofition againft Charles I. whofe fawyers 
wes hed up a law of ftate (the fame with our author’s reafon of 

{tate) in contradidiion to the known laws of the land, All his 
aeefqaing on this fubje& proceeds upon weak arbitrary princi- 
ples, nor did we ever know before he told us, that lord chief 


juftice P——t. when attorney-general, figned the warrant for 
committing Dr, Shebbeare. The inftances he brings of arbi- 
trary’ cor mmitments fince the revoluticn, prove nothing to the 
writer's purpofe, but that fome miniters fince that period have 


ventured to go farther than others. The neceffity of the junc- 
ture 
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ture (perichitante republica) juftified the commitment of the earl of 
Arran and Sir Robert Hamilton. It is to this day problema- 
tical whether the committing the earls of Huntingdon and 
Marlborough to the Tower, and not profecuting them, was an 
inftance of the government’s feverity or moderation. The 
commitment of Mr. Shippen to.the Tower was by the houfe of 
commons, and refle&ts no great honour on the memory of thofe 
minifters who preffed it; nor ought our author to have menti- 
oned the cafe of Sir William Wyndham’s being reprimanded, 
without taking notice at the fame time of the anfwer he made 
to the fpeaker. Upon the whole, however, this pamphlet is 
lively and fenfible, though wanting in the precifion of hiftorical 
truth. 


Art. 17. 4 Letter 10 the Right Honourable the Earls of Egremont 
and Halifax, Ais Majefty’s Principal Secretaries of State, om the 
Seizure of Papers. 8vo. Pr.6d. Williams. 


Without entering into any perfonal confiderations regarding 
the occafion that gave rife to this pamphlet, we muft declare 
our opinion, that the author writes upon right conftitutional 
principles; and we have always théught that the putting it in 
the power of low ignorant fellows to feize and even to fecrete 
the papers of any man fufpected to be the author of a fuppofed 
libel, is one of the reproaches of our government, and the prac 
tice is as childifh and ineffectual asit is hateful and defpotic. 
We at the fame time believe moft fincerely, that no adminiftra- 
tion had ever lefs reafon than the prefent for fearing any attacks 
from the prefs. 


Art. 18. An Epiftle from Col. John Lilburn, in the Shades, to John 
Wilkes, E/g. late Colonel in the Buckinghambhire Méktia. 8vo. 
Pr. is... Freeman. , 


This writer partly ridicules and partly juftifies Mr. Wilkes, 
but has not humour fufficient for the one, nor information pro- 
per for the other; fo that the manner of handling his: fubje& 
has not merit enough to attone for the ftalenef$ of his argu- 
ments. 


Art. 19. The Appeal of Reafen to the People of England, on the pre- 


Jent State of Parties in the Nation. 8vo. Pr.ts. Becket. 


This is rather a fenfible than a fhining apology’ for the 
earl of Bute’s adminiftration. We cannot, however, pay its 
author the compliment of faying he has always obferved decen- 
cy. His treatment-ofa royal perfonage, who is fuppofed to be 
at the head of the oppofition to his lordfhip, is conceived in 
terms that are not to be vindicated), The defpicable character 

he 
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he gives of the noble duke whom he fuppofes to be the fecond 
.in the oppofition, is unfupported by facts, and muft have the 
lefs effe& with every man of candour, becaufe thofe good quali- 
ties which even his enemies allow him, are either not mentioned, 
or they are mifreprefented.. The charaéter of the penfioned 
commoner, who is the laft of the triumvirate, is well written; as 
to the juftnefs of the refemblance, we fhall pronounce nothing, 


Art. 20. The Oppofition to the late Minifter windicated from the 
Afperfions of a Pamphlet, intituled, Confiderations on the prefent 
dangerous Crifis, Sve. Pr.-is. Bathoe. 


In our laft, fee p. 401, we gave our opinion of the pamphlet 
to which this is an anfwer ; and in many important particulars 
differed from the author. This anfwer is drawn-up with fome 
fpirit, but with very very little judgment ; for an author who 
condemns both wholefale and retale, politically and perfonally, 
all that the late minifter did, and vindicates in the fame degree 
all the meafures of his opponents, ean be of little fervice to any 
party, efpecially as we do not find he has produced one fac or 
argument that has not been hackneyed over and over again, to 


fupport what he advances, 


Art. 21. The Cabal 3 as adted at the Theatre in George-ftreet. 
8vo. Pr. 6d. 


A ftupid attempt at humour, and to abufe Mr. Wilkes and 
the oppofition. 


Art. 22. 4 Serious Addre/s to the Inhabitants of Great Britain and 
Ireland. 8vo. Pr. 6d. Bird. 


This fixpenny flice of advice comes from fome warm well- 
meaning Chriftian ; but the ftratn in which it is written makes 
us apprehend that it may do more harm than good. A liber- 
tine never can be brought to read it, and it may turn a religt- 
onift into an enthufiait. 


Art. 23. The Fudgement of the Bifbops of France, concerning the 
Doétrine, the Government, the Condud and Ufefulnefs, of the French 


Fefuits, Sve. Pr.is. Lewis. 


This performance may be called Jefuitifm white-wathed, for 
the right reverend fathers pull and ftrain very hard, fometimes 
in the teeth of hiftory itfelf, to preferve that order from the ruin 
which was impending over it, when this judgement was pro- 
nounced. 
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of, with cenfure’ 149 


Poftfeript to Dr. Smith’s har- 
monics ; recommended 159 
Pre-exifience: a poem; animad- 
verfions on Igz 
Principles and conftituence ofan - 
timony; by W. Redmond ; 
fubftance of, with remarks 

1 

Prophecy of Famine: a aeaee 
paftoral; by C. Churchill ; 
fpecimens of, with remarks’ 
60 

—— of Genius; cenfured 323 
of amine; partii. cen- 
fured ‘ 486 
Propofal for felling part of the 
foreft lands and chaces, &c. 
refle€tions on, and charaéter 
156 








rn DD E* xX. 


Propofal for enriching the prin- 
cipality of Wales; recom- 
mended 240 

Propofitions for improving the 
manufactures, &c. of Great 
Britain ; fpecimens of, with 
firitures 345 

. R 


Recapitulation of the ftate of Eatt 
Friefland; remarkon 239 
Reflections on death; by W. 
Dodd, M. A. extracts of, 
with cenfures 219 
on the government of 
Indoftan; by Luke Scraf- 
ton, Efq; fummary of, with 

a quotation and approba- 
tion 302 
Remarks on Mr, Tremlett’s let- 
ter to Archdeacon Sleech ; 
obfervation on 395 
Report from the committe ap- 
pointed to infpe& into the 
ftate of private mad-houfes; 
remark on 232 
Review of Lord Bute’s. admi- 
niftration; ftri€tures on 406 
Ridley, Bifhop; account of 468, 
473, & feqq. 

Rodondo: or, the State Jugglers ; 
account ef, with quotations 





and applaufe 126 
Rural conference ; cenfured 
324 

S 


Satires of Juvenal paraphrafti- 
cally imitated; fpecimens of, 
with remarks 310 

Schemer : ot Univerfal Satiritt ; 
defign of, with reflection, and 
commendation 396 

Schocl for wives ; plan of, with 
extracts and ftiictures © 130 

Scotchman be modeit; cenfur- 
ed 408 


Second dialogue between Prejy 
dice and Reafon; character 
of 160 

Serious confiderations on tlie 
meafures of the prefent ad- 
miniftration; defign of, with 
remarks 235 

addrefs to the inhabit- 
ants of Great Britain and 
Ireland ; obfervations on 

488 

Sermon at Oxford; by J. Ro- 
theram, M. A. fcope of, 
with remarks 72 

at St. James, Clerken- 
well; by Mr. Sellon; re- 
fletions on, with a fpeci- 
men, and remark 225 

Sermons &c. by the lateReverend 
James Duchal, D. D. ap- 
proved of, with reflections, 
and a quotation 141 

(Seven) on public oc- 

cafions ; by the moft Rev. 

Dr. T. Herring ; account 

of, with extracts and com- 











mendation 421 
Sincerity: a poem; obfervati- 
ons on 324 


Smuggling laid open ; fubftance 
of, with an obfervation 359 
Some confiderations on the pro- 
per means for regulating 
private mad houfes ; defign 
of 239 
Song to David; remarks on 
32 


Spooner (Tho.) his three hun-' 


dred hymns; cenfured 160 
State of the difpute between 
Dr. Andrew and Mr. Pir- 
field ; account of, with con- 


jeQtures 7 2, 


4° 

Stenvart (Dr. Matthew) his 
tracts, phyfical and mathe- 
matical ; 
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INDEX. 


matical ; refleGtions on, and 
approbation 139 


Taylor (Dr. John) his fcheme of 
{cripture divinity; refleéti- 
ons on, with a quotation and 
approbation 320 

Telemachus; a mafk ; account 
of, with refle&tions, extracts, 
and commendation’ 314 

Temora ; an antient epic poem ; 
analyfis of, with extraéts, 
reflections, &c. 200 

Temple of Venus; cenfured 229 

of Gnidus ; fpecimen of, 
and character 389 

Theatrical difquifitions ;_ re- 
marks on 233 

Tdoughis on trade in general, 
&c. character of 74 

Three original letters from a 
friend in the country, &c. 
remark on 234 

——- conjurors $ a politicalin- 
terlude; obfervation on 485 

Tower ; a poetical epiltle ; cha- 
racter of 407 

Traé&s, phyfical, &c. See Stew- 
art. 

Triumph of brutes; cenfured 





237 
True Whig difplayed; obferva- 
tions on 68 


ftate of the cafe, &c. in- 
tention of, with an extrac& 
78 

Turkifo matriage ; defcription 
of a 433 
Two elegies; obfervations on 
153 

differtations concerning 
piety and charity; applaud- 
ed 218 
new comic fatiric dia- 
logues, &c. ftritures on 393 











U, 

Univerfal meafurer and mecha- 
nic; by A. Fletcher; fub- 
{tance of, witha remark 66 

—— diretor ; character of 


328 

V. ; 
Velasquez; account of 5 
Vifit to the ideal world; re- 
mark on 393 

W. 

Winter-piece: a poem; cen- 
fured 154 
Works of Mr. John Glafs ; ftric- 
tures on 318 





of the Rev. Tho. Jones, 
M. A. fummary of, with re- 
marks 368 


Enp of the Firrgentn Votumt. 











